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YUM 


TO I'HE 


READER: 


N the Reigns of Queer Elizabeth, and 

James the Firſt , che Eagliſh Presby- 

terians were repreſented to be for ſuch a 

Church-Government as was Incorſihens 
with, and Deſtrufttive of the King's Suprencacy 
in Matters Eccleſiaſtical, as well as of the Dio+ 
celan Form. And that the Civil Magiſtrate 
might be induc'd to Believe it, Three Articles 
were propoſed ro be Subſcribed wno, - Firſt 
avout the Supremacy, the other Two. about the 
Government, Liturgy, «rd Ceremoaies of the 
Church ; wheretpon they, who refuſed Stubſcriptie 
on only to the Second and Third, were ſaid ro 
do fo, becauſe they would not Allow of the 


Firſt, 


This Accnſation was the more generally 
Receiv'd, becauſe the Engliſh Presbyterians 
Correſponded with their Brethren in Scotland, 
(who deny the Supremacy) about Ep:ſcopacy, the 
Liturgy, and the Ceremonies , and among the Con- 
forming Clergy, there - were ſome, who wo:uld 
have introduced the Claſſical Government, 

A 2 under 
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(ut) 
wider the Name of Dioceſan ; which moved 
Archbiſhop Bancroft to Publiſh bu Scotizing 
Dangerous Poſitions and Survey. Beſides 
the Claſſical National Government being found- 
ed on a Divine Right, was the more frightful 
ro the Queen, her Nobilay and Gentry, who 
would never ſuffer th: Divine Right of 6 Dt- 
ocelan Government knowing that the Devine 
Right of a National Ch: Government of 
any ſort, and the "Regal 5uprematy can never 
ſimul & ſemel dwe/! in the ſame Kingdom, the 
Setting «p of the One, ovcing a Subverſion of 
the other. 


The Engliſh Presbyterians, Obſerving the 
Nature of the Acculation, and the Arts, 
uſed to inſunnate the Belief of it into the Minds 
of their Governours, judeg'd it neceſſary to do 
their Part to clear > = bs from thoſe Impu- 
rations, which they did, in their Proteſtations, 
Petitions, «xd other Writings, by a Free, Open 
and Undiſeniſed Repreſemation of their Prin- 
ciples about the Nature and Conſtitution, 
and Power of Particular Churches ;, and alſo a+ 
bout the King's Supremacy, making it Evi- 
dent, that in all theſe Points, they agreed en- 
tirely with the firſt Reformers, even with them 
who ſate up a Church at Franckfort, in Queer 
Mary's days; and bad a Chief hand, in KRefor- 


- ming the Coaurch of England, ander Queen 


Elizabeth, - who /errled Parochian Churches 
{which for their Form, are the ſame with 
Congregational) as the only Churches of Di- 
vine Injiiragion, recoomzung all the Supertorities 


and 


| 
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( 11 ) 
and Prebeminences which the Dioceſan Biſboy 
hath above the Precdbyter to be only Jare Regjo, 
or Parliamentario, /o that 4; the Parochian 
Presbyters are of God's Init:cution, the Dio- 
celan Biſhop u of rhe Prince's making ; and 
accordingly, as every Creator takes care of bus own 
Creature, as God has Provided a Maintainance ' 
for the Presbyter, the King hath alſo Endowed 
the Biſhop, which is as I take it, the true reaſan 
why Sr. Thomas Ridley, « Perſon Zealous for 
the Church, in his View of the Civil and Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Laws, Par. 3. Cap. 5. Afirms, That 
God hath by his Word made Tythes dae to Paro- 
chian Churches, bt nor co Dioceſan Biſhops, 
whoſe Indowments ſtood iz good Tem- 
poral,- and Finable Lands, which Gratious 
Princes, and other good Benefaftors of for- 
mer Ages beſtowed upon them. 


The Engliſh Presbyterians keeping rightly 
to thoſe Principles, on which the Reformation 
began, were Eſteemed the Nobility, aud 
Gentry to be Aden of fuch Peaccable Princi- 
ples as might be ſafely Indulg'd ;, who therefore 
oft in Parliaments made Application to the 
Prince on their behall. 


On theſe Principles the late Union berween 
the Congregational and Preibyterian was entered 
into, giving ſo much Security to the Church of 
England, thar'no Sincere Approver of it, car 
have any hand in ſetting up that Governmens, 
which endangers it ;, Ther being for any ſuch Mo-- 


\ del, is @ being for what deſtroys theſe Churches, 


which 


(iv) 


which they themſelves Relieve to be of God's 


pemntment. Nor Indeed can they be for the Divine 


tation of any other Particular Churches than 
are Congregational, wnleſs this Prin- 
ciple, [That the Catholick-Church-Viſible is « 
Govern'd Society, that hath a Supreme Power 
ander Chriſt, Monarchical, Ariſtocratical, or 
Democratical, Authorized toGovern the Whole 
Legiſlation and Judgment ;, ] Which is a Notion 
” contrary to what not only all true Proteſtants 
m general, but the Engliſh Presbyterians, as well 
as the Congregationaliſts in particular are for, 
that they deteft, and abhor it. 


A Clear Convittion of theſe things, upon ma- 
ture Deliberation, and a ſerious 0 ervation of 
the Sentiments of our Wiſeſt and moſt kind 
Friends, with a ſincere Deſire, that my Brethren 

be cleared from thoſe Aſperſions, (hich 
en vat the Inadvertency of ſome of them- 
ſelves, or the Crafty Inſinuations of their Adver- 
ſaries) hath been caſt upon them, and that they 

continue in the Peaceable Injoyment of that 
Li , which m—_ the Auſpicions influence 
of the' Government they are Poſſeſſed of, hath 
moved me to make this Apologetical Kepre- 
ſentation of their Genuine Principles : Being 
ſtrongly Perſwaded, that as or Governours 
will corifider the Real difference there is berween 
the Principles of the Engliſh and CLass1CaAL 
Prerdbyterians, and notwithſtanding their Indig- 
nation againit the Latter, will always extend 
their Generous «and Chriſtian Compaſſions r9- 
nerds the Former ; So my Brethren of the Preſ- 


 byterian 
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| lyterian Denomination, will give ſome Evident 
emonſtrations of their ſincere and Conſtant ad- 
herence to thoſe Principles of the Engliſh 
- Presbyterians, as Delivered long ago in their 
- gy — &c. and lately in the Heads 
of Agreement , and Particularly to thoſe Arti- 
cles of it, by which they are ſet at the greateſt 
Diſt ance Sou Imermedl;ne with the National 
Church Form. 


Farewel. 
AN 
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P** 49+ line 20. for Eſpecially, read Specifically. p.'61. 


L. 6. tor af, read and; L 16. for Ecclefraſtical, read 


Claſſical. 


APOLOGAI 


FUR THE 


Engliſh Presbyterians. 
H E Prejudices £which are, in 
the minds of op hy the = 
Presbyterians in this Kingdom, / 

| ariſing from ſome miſtaken No- / 


tions , entertain'd about the Principles, \_ 
which Men of that Denomination are 
ſaid to embrace, there can't be, I think, 
« a more Effettual Apology made for them, 
—— than what is done by an Impartial Re- 
preſentation of thoſe Principles they do 
really own ; and what, tho” laid to their 
Charge, they do with the moſt Indigna- 
tion and Abhorrence difavow, I will 
þ therefore faithfully propoſe what the Ex- 
gliſb Presbyterians, for whom alone I make 
this Plea, do, and do not, hold ; And-tfor 
the greater ſatisfaftion of my Reader, I 
B % will 


will ſet in the cleareſt Light T can, the 
Notions eſpouſed by the Claſſical or Scorch 
Presbyterians , with which the Engliſh 
could never comply ; though upon the 
Suppoſal, that they are zealous Defenders 
of « Claſſical Government, they have 
falln under the .Diſpleaſure and Con- 
tempt of our Civit and Eccleſraſtical Go- 
nours. 


SECH L 


What are the Principles about Church- 
Government, held by the Engliſh Pre(- 
byterian®, wherein they do differ from 
the Claſſical-Scotch-Presbyterians. 


C. 1, H E Principles held by the Ex- 

gliſb Prodediion abour the 
Conftitution, and Power of Particular 
Churches, and their Subordination to the 
Civil Magiſtrate, are briefly theſe. 

1. That a Governing Church is ok no 
larger Extent than a Worſhipping Con- 
gregation, 

2. That the Ruling Power of their Ot- 
ficers is not to be ftretch'd beyond the 
Bounds and Limits of theur Worſhipping 


Congregation. 
3. That 


Ey) 


5. "That what Power beſides this is re- 
quiſite to reform the Diſorders in Parti- 
cular Churches, tuch as the Removing 
| Scandalous and Heretical Teachers, &c. 
| 15 velted m the Covi Mayiſtrare. 

4. That it belongs alto to the Civil 
| Magiſtrate to convene Synods, or Aﬀſem- 
blies of Miniſters, when there ſhall be 

an occaſion. for them, whoſe Power, 
when convened, is only Per/#aſrve, not 
Coercive, 


&. 2. The Principles, which the Claſſical 
or Scorch Presbyterians, who aſſert the 
Divine Right of a National Church-Go- 
Vernment, do advance, are, 

1, That One Governizg Church is made 
+ up of any worſbipping Congregations. 

. 2. "That the Ruling Power of their Of- 

: ficers is extended beyond cx m—_ - a 

.+ fingleCongregation. For, by aflerting the 
> if Catholick Church Vilibleto be a Govers'd 
+ «| Society, or Organmeck Body, they muſt ne- 

|; ceſlarily, and do profefledly own, that the 

- Þ# Miniſtry, Ordinances, and Centures are 
e | gven firſtly to the Catholick Church Vi- 
g lible, and fecondarily to particular Chur- 
ches, which, whether Congregational, 
Claſſical, Provincial. &'c. are not properly 
Churches, but oy Parts or Members 
2 (diverlly 


(4) 


diverſly combin'd) of the Catholick Church, 
which is the only proper Viſible Church, 
whereupon all Church-Power is habitu- 
ally ſeated-in the Officers of the Catholick 
Church Viſible, as ſuch, and therefore ex- 
tended beyond the Bounds of {ingle Con- 
pregations,. even to the utmoſt Limits of 
che Catholick Church Viſible. 

3. That the Ruling Officers in their lar- 
ger Aſſemblies, viz. Claſſical, Provincial, 
Nationd, Patriarchal, and Oecumenical, 
have a Power inherent in them to reform 
the Diſorders of particular Churches, 
and to remove ſcandalous or Heretical 
Teachers. 

4. That it belongs to the Church and 
not to the Civil Magiſtrate, to convene 
Synods or Aflemblies of Miniſters and 
other Ruling Officers. —* 


$. $. In theſe particular Inſtances, you 
Have a full, though brief Account of whar 
1s embraced by the Exgliſb, and by the 
Claſſical Presbyterians. And it's now m 
Part to winarcate the former from thoſe 
Reproaches unjuſtly caſt upon them, and 
ſhew that the Charge can not be fairly 
laid at the Dogr of any Presbyterian, but 
the Claſſical, 
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$- 4. That I may do the Englifh Pref. 
byterians Juſtice, in the bento wx 
Principles I mult conſider what the miſe- 
rable State of the Church was before Lz- 
ther ; upon what Principles the Prote- 
ſtants went in their Endeavours to re- 
form the Church ; and then evince, that 
the Engliſh Presbyterians (tuek firmly to 
thoſe Principles, upon which the Separa- 
tion was made from the Church of 
Rome, 


SECT. IL. 


The Miſerable State of the Church before 
Luther, the Principles oz which the 
Reformation was begun and carryed on, 
with a ſtate of the Controverſie between 
Papiſt, awd Proteſtant. The Engliſh 
Presbyterians conſtantly adhered to the 
Reformed. about Church-Government, 
particularly Cartwright &c. 


C. I, Bout the time that Luther with 
many othersendeavour'd a Re- 

formation of the Church, the Great Evil 
complained of was the Intolerable Ty- 
ranny of the Ecclefiaſticks. The People 
were then ſo very much under the Pow- 
er of the Clergy, that they were pertect 
B 3 Strangers 


fiſts, Huſſiſts, &c. 


(6) 
Strangers to the leaſt Part of Chriſtian 
Liberty, belides, the Interiour Clergy 
ſo grievoully Oppreſſed by their Supert- 
ours, and all ſo much Slaves to the Plea- 
ſure of the greateſt, that rhronghout all 
Earope ,)the Miſeries of the People were 
ſo great and preſſing, that none durſt 


open their Mourhs in favour of ther - 


Ancient Rights, and Privileges. Yea, 


&. 2. The Domination, and Tywanny 
of Popiſh Prelates, who aimed more at 
Worldly Grandeur, than at the advan- 
cing Chriſt's Glory, was grown to 
fuch a Height, that they did what-cver 
was good in their own Eyes,- and 
that they might do «rn with the grea- 
ter Countenance, they aflerted , that 
there was a Catholick Church Vilible ; 
that this Catholick Vilible Church was 
One Governed Corporation, or Society, 
under one. fupreme Governing Power, 
to whuch they aſcended by ſundry ſteps, 
from the Dioceſane to the Provincial, 
trom thence to the Patriarchal. 


$. 3. The firſt Reformers, as many of 
their Fore-Fathers, fuch as the Wicklif- 
caning under theſe 
Infupportable Burdens, and throughly 


under- 
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underſtanding from whence they had 
their Riſe, laid the Ax to the Root of the 
Antichriſtian T yranny, denying that there 
was a Catholick Church Viſible, 


$. 4. Here the Reformed fx'd their 
Foot, affirming, that the VUniverfal 
Church was made up only of Ele Be- 
lievers, and was Inviſible : that thoſe ſpe- 
cial Privileges, which the Papsſts appro- 
priated to their Catholick rch Viſt- 
ble, belonged only to the Inviſible Church, 
and hereby lett no foundation for the 
raiſing a Catholick Church Govern- 
ment upon, for S«blato Fundamento tolli- 
tur Opas, and thus their Catholick Go- 
vernment fell to the Ground. The Go- 
vernment, in Controverſic, being Ex- 
ternal, as well as Catholick, muſt have a 
Viſible as well as a Catholick Church for 
its State; fo that where no flch Catho- 
lick Church, there can be no ſuch Catho- 
lick Government, On the other hand, 


$. 5. The Papiſts being fully convinced 
that the Reformers had taken the molt 
efteftual way to ſubvert their Church 
Government, agd diveſt them of that Au- 
thority they allumed to themſelves over 
the Conlcicacesof the People, owned it, 
4 and 


(8) 
and in Oppoſition unto them, held that 
there was a Catholick Church Viſible, under 
an External Polity, or Government. So 
dm « Caſtro adverſ. Here. Lib. 1. 
« The Wickliffifts, Huſſiſts, and Lutheranes 
« do ſtifly infiſt on the Inviſibility of the 
«& Catholick Church, and is the ſtrongeſt 
« Shield they have to defend themſelves 
* againſt lataves is urged from the 
* Church g Authority, which is the ſharpeſt 
«© Weapon we can uſe againſt them, Gre- 

ory de Valentins"Anal. Fid. Cathol. lib. 
6. Chap. 3. If the Univerſal Church 
« be Compoſed only of thole who are 
« Predeſtinated, and truly Righteous, the 
& Government of the Church of Rome 
© can never be defended. And Rodericas 
de Arriago confeſleth, (de Divin, fid. Diſp. 
7. & 1. Num. 3.) That the true Reaſon, 


why they lgy ſo much freſs upon this Part of 


the Controverſie, 1s becauſe the Support 
of the Papall Power Depends upon it. 
Many other Authorities may be at any 
time produced for the Confirmation of 


«. this Point, bur the thing it felf is fo clear 
*that it's not needful; 


CF. 6. The Reformed in this Kingdom: 
agree'd with the W ickliffiſt s, Huſſiſts, and + 
Latheranes, owning that the Catholick * 

Church 3 
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Church was no otherwiſe viſible, than as 
it might be ſeen in Particular Church- 
Aſſemblies, which cloſely examined a- 
mounts to more, than that there is no 
Church, properly ſpeaking , | V:{ib/e, byt 
what is Particular, and no External 
Church-Government but what 1s ſeated 
in Particular Churches; that the Retor- 
ming ſuch Diſorders, as cannot be done 
b he Power which is Peculiar to Paro- 
chiall, or Conpregatignal Churches, be- 
longs to the Civil Magiſtrate, viz. ſuch 
as the convening the Aflemblies of Mi- 
nifters, and the removing Scandalous, 
Turbulent, and Hererical Teachers. Bur\ 


$. 7. If all that Power, which is meer- 
ly Spiritual and Eccleſiaſtical, be appropri- 
ated to particular, Congregations, then all 
that Power exercifed in Claſſical, Dioce- 
ſane, Provincial, National, Patriarchal, and 
Occamentcal Synods or Aſſemblies, falls to 
the ground, together with their having 
Authority to determine Controverſies of 
Faith ; for /ublato fundamento tollitur opus, 
as has been already obſerved. 


$. 8. This being for many Years after 
che Reformation began in th Land, ge» 
nerally reecived, the Ex2lifh Presbyterians 
took 


\ ( 10) 
took Advantage againſt that Part of the 
Church of Exgland, which retaining too 
much of the Catholick Church Leven, 
would fain have preferved ſomewhat of 
the old Papal Power. Some feeble Efforts 
were put forth in the Reign of Queen 
Elizabeth and James the Firſt , but 
re infetia ; and in the Reign of Charles 
the Firſt, by the help of Archbiſhop Laud 
and his Followers, great Advancements 
were made towards the Reſtoring this 
Power ; But - 


&. 9. The general Vogue of the Epiſco- 
pal, as well as the Cry of the Nonconfor- 
miſts, being againſt the Exerciſe of any 
ſuch Power, \ Difficulties the Archbi- 
ſhop met with were next to inſuperable; 
efpecially upon the account of the Diftc- 
rent Copies, about the T wentieth Art:- 
cle of the Church of Exgland, for as 
lome Copies begin ns, [ * The Church 
* hath Power to decree Rites and Cere- 
© monies and Authority in Controverſies of 
* Faith, it is not Lawfull &c.] So others 
begin at, [It is not Lawfull, &c.) Where- 
upon Laud"s Party found it neceſſary to 
opPugn the old Doctrine about the Au- 

ity and Government of the Church, 
and whereas the 2oth Article in ſome 
Ancient 


(11 ) 
Ancient Copics of the Queen's Reign be- 
gan at, [It is not Lanfull for the Charch 
to Ordain any thing that is contrary to God's 
Word, &f.) *rwas ſuch an Obſtacle in the 
way .of their Deſigns, that they were 
hard. put to it, and found it neceſlary, 
if poſſible, to remove it. And accordingly 


$. 10, Dr. Heylin, a chief Inſtrument 
in this Deſign, did on fie 24th day of 
April, Ann. 1627. anfwer in the Divinity- 
Schools at Oxon, upon thele two Queſti- 
ons, viz, (1.) An Eccleſia unquam fuit in- 
wiſubilis ? And ( 2.) An EcHclefia poſſit er- 
rare ? Both which he determined in the 
Negative. And 1n ſtating of the firſt, he 
fell upon a different way from that of 
Dr. Prideaux, in his Le&ture, De Viſubt- 
(tate Eccleſie, and other Trattates of and 
about that time, in which the /:{6b4liry of 
the Church, was no otherwiſe proved, 
than as ſcattered amongſt the Waldenfes, 
Wickliffiſts, Huſſiſts, &c. For Heylin, not 
liking this manner of Proceeding, be- 
cauſe it utterly diſcontinued the Succefſion 
in the Ecclehaſtical Hierarchy choſe ra- 
ther to look for a Continual Viſible Church, 
— Ethiopia, Greece, Italy, and Rome 
it {clf, | 


©, 11, In 
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$. x1. Inthe Year 1633. Heylin was at 
Oxon to Anſwer for his Degree of Door, 
and inſiſted on the Azthority of the Church, 
as formerly he did on the Infallibility, and 
Viſibility of it. His Queſtions were (1.) 
An Eccleſia habeat Authoritatem in Decer- 
nendis fidet Controverſus ? (2.) Interpretan- 
d; Scripturas?* (3.) Decernends Rytus & 
Ceremonias ? al which. he held in the 
Affirmative; declaring it to be the Plain 
and Poſirrve Dottrine of the Church of 
Expland in the 2oth Article, which runs 
thus, in termints viz. Habet Excleſia Ritas 
ſive Ceremonias ſtatuends Jus, & in fidet 
Controverſiis Authoritatem: Burt, 


$. 12. Dr. Pridea«x, then in the Chair, 
expreſſed great Diſlatisfattion with Hey- 
lin, charging him with fallifying the Pub- 
lick Doctrine of the Church, as others 
accuſed Lad and other Biſhops, for ma- 
king this Addition, the better to _ 
their Power and Tyranny. But, faith Hey- 
lin, in his Examen Hiſtoricam, * Archbi- 
* ſhop Laud in his Speech in the Star- 
> Chamber , June IS. 16 7. made it ap- 
* pear, that the ſaid Cliuſe was in a 
4 Ry Book of Articles, publiſhed in 
#® the Year 1563. being but very few 
* Months 
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« Months after they had paſſed in the 
«© Convocation, which was on the 29th 
« of January, 1562, in the Engliſh Ac- 
« count ; and more than fo, he ſhewed 
« unto the Lords a Copy of the 2oth 
« Article, exemplified out of the Records, 
« and atteſted by the hands of a Pub- 
« lick Notary, in which that very Clauſe 
« was found, which had been charged 
« upon the Biſhops for an Innovation. 
« And thus much I can fay of my own 
« Knowledge, that having occafion to 
« conſult the Records of Convocation, I 
« found this controverted Clauſe werba- 
« :;1, in theſe following words; Haber Ec- 
« cleſia Ritus ſtatuendi Jus, & in fidet Contro- 
« verſiis Authoritatem , 10 far Dr. Heylin, 
p. 144. Who further adds, © That in the 
« Year 1571. (the Puritan Fattion begin- 
« ning to grow very ſtrong) the Articles 
« were again Printed in Latin and Ex- 
« -/iſþ, and this Clauſe left out, Publiſh- 
« ed according to thoſe Copies in the 
« Harmony of Confeſſions, Printed at Ge- 
« zeva, Ann. 1612. That the Archbiſhop 
« in hus Speech, p. 71. was of this Opt- 
©* n10n too, 


d. 12. 
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6. 13. There was, we ſee, a great deal 
of ſtreſs laid on this Clauſe of the 2oth 
Article, becauſe the Aſlertion, that the 
Church hath Authority in Controverſies of 
Faith, is ſo neceſſary to National and lar- 

er Synods and Aſſemblies, and the lay- 
ing alide this Clauſe fo accommodated to 
the Principles on which the Reformation 
was begun and carried on; For which 
reaſon I will offer what I know of this 
matter, and therein be very umpartial. 


$. 14. (1.) That this Clauſes not either 

in the Latin or Engliſh Copies, Printed 
Amn. 1571. 15 granted by Dr. Heylin, and 
I have by me a Copy 1ia Latin, publiſhed 
by Tohn b , Ann. 1575.10 which 't15 not. 
(2.) I have ſcen a Copy, Amr. 1563. in 
which it is, and ſo it may be 1n the 
Records of the Convocations, as has been 
ſuggeſted, for ought that 1 do Know to 
the contrary. However (3.) I do affirm 
upon my own Knowledge, and in moſt 
humble manner addreſs my ſelf to the 
preſent Archbiſhop of Canterbury, who 
was of C.C. C.C. to Dr. Green, Maſter, 
and to the worthy Fellows of that College, 
for their concurrent Teſtimony, that in 
the Manaſcrips Librarv, givea to that 
/ Houſe 


I 


Houſe by Archbiſhop Matthew Parker, 
there are the Articles of the Church of 
Exgland, (which I can't call chirty nine be- 
cauſe they are more) ſubſcribed by the 
Biſhops, in the Year 1 562. with the nutn- 
ber of Pages, and of every Line in each 
Page in which the Articles are ; and that 
the twentieth Article is exatly the ſame 
with the twenty firit of Edward VI. with- 
out this Clauſe ; whence I conclude, frf, 
That the leaving of it out. being, as is 
acknowledged by Archbiſhop Lad and 
Dr. Heylis , moſt adjuſted to the Princi- 
ples of the Nonconformiſts, the true and 
genuine Reafon is, becauſe the firſt Re- 
tormers of the Church of Exgland, and 
the Noxconformiſts wese, of a mind in this 
Particular, and oppoſed the Papal Tyran- 
ny upon the fame Foundation. Secondly, 
That although in the beginning of the 
Queen there were ſome otherwiſe mind- 
ed, who added this Clauſe to the Cop 

of 1563. yet the Biſhops unanimoyſly ad- 
hered to the Copy whuch laid this Clauſe 


aſide. Bur to return ; It is manifeſt, 


$. 15. That the Old Nonconformifts, 
whom I call Engliſh Presbyterians , being 
hrm Adherers unto the fl Reformers, 
did in their Oppoſition to the Papal! Ty- 


ranny, 
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ranny, hold, fri, That there was no pro- 
per Viſible Church, but what was Parti- 
cular ; ſecondly, That Particular Chur- 
ches were of the ſame Extent with Sin- 

le Congregations; and the Power tf 


thoſe in Oftice was conhned to the Li-\, 


mits of a ſingle Congregation. 


$. 16, The Learned Mr. Cartwright, 
a Perſon of that eſteem amongſt the New- 
conformiſts in the Reign of the Queen, as 
to be choſen by them to defend their 
Pri y_ againit Idr, Hi4izgift, expreſſing 
their ſenſe with much Frexfom and Clear- 
neſs, I need inſiſt on ng other to prove 
what I affirm of them; and who-ever 
isconverſant with the Books then written, 
will ſee, that their- Authors ſo generally 
and . frequently reter'd themſelves to his 
Writings; and fo conſtantly undertook 
his Defemee as to be fatished, that the 
mentioning what was preſſed by others 
is altogether unneceſlary. 


$. 17. This Learned Cartwright, wri- 
ting in Defence of the Admonition to the 
Parliament, (Publiſhed in the Year 1572. 
Anſwered by Dr. Whzwgifrt,) doth not 
only make a-Rephy to that Anſwer, which 
was in the Year 1574. defended by Whzr- 


gift ; 
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gift; But in his Reply to this Defence of 
the Anſwer, Anno 1575. expreſleth him- 
felt fully to this eftett, I both mention 


| Cartwright's Reply to Whitgift's Defence of 
\ the Anſwer, and do inculcate it, becauſe 


q 


| 


Teller, Heylin, and Walton, have told the 
World, that the Defence of the Anſwer 
Apt the Ficld with all the Marks of an 
ablolute Victory ; wherezs it's moſt mani- 
telt, that Cartwright made a Reply there- 
unto in two Parts, the Firſt, Anno 1575. 
and Anno 1577, he Publiſhed the "_. 
And what is Remarkable, Fallr, in the 
lame or very next Page, where he ſo con- 
hdently avers, that Cartwright never Re- 
plyed to the Second Anſwer, doth himſelf 
reter to the firſt part of the Reply, that 
-was. made unto it. See his Charch Hiſt, 
Cent, 16. 1,9. p. 102, Now in the firſt 
Part of this _ Reply, Cartwright tully 
Confirms the Truth of my Aflertion, 
« That every Particular Church ſhould 
©* have her Bzſbop, is maniteſt by Paz! to 
«* Timothy. For (ceing the Dilcription of a 
« Biſhop which he gives doth Agree unto 
« the Miniſter of every Congregat:on, and 
© nothing there requir'd in zhe one, which 
« is not 1n the ofher, it follows, that the 
* Miniſter of every Congregation 15 the 
** Biſbop thereof. For the Deicription 
C agreeing 
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« agreeing with every of them, the things 
= deſcribed muſt likewiſe. Secondly, un- 
« leſs he do by this deſcription of -the Bi- 
&« ſhop ſet forth the nature of every Mi- 
« niſter of the Word in his Congregation, 
« ;n deſcribing the Offices of the Church 
« he has left out the Principaleſt Mem- 
« bers, and was more careful in deſcribing 
* the Deacons Miniſtry, not occupied in 
* the Word, than the teaching Miniſtries, 
& But that 1s abſurd ; it muſt follow rhar 
& he underſtood them: by the name of 
& Biſhop : Furthermore Sr. Paul's Biſhop 
« was appointed to the fame Place, where- 
« unto his Deacons : But his Deacons were 
« aſſigned to a Particuley Congrep ation—— 
« St. Paul alſo there aſhgning the Charge 
* and Care of the Biſbop over the Church of 
* God, muſt cither give him Charge over 
« the Whole Body of the Catholick Church, 
* or over One Particular Congregation ; Or 
* of the Faithfull Company of one Houſe : 
* But he extendeth not the Charge over 
« all the Catholick Church, for that were to 
* make a Pope not a Biſbop;, nor-reſtrain- 
* eth him to the Faithful of one Houſe- 
* hold, conſidering that he oppoſeth the 
* Government of his Houſe to the Govern- 
* ent of the Church : It followeth there- 
* fore that he appointeth him to one Par- 

. ticular 


, 
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os | © ticular Church, That by this Word 3 
UN- * [Church] mult be underſtood one of thefe 


Bi- | <rthree Signitications, it+ ſtandeth upon 
Mi- * this Ground ; that in none of St. Paul's 


on, | © other Epiſtles, or St. Luke's Writings, 


rch © thar word [Church] is ever uſed other- 
— * wile ; and never fignifieth the Church, 
o « >4 \ - 4 a " ; in 
ing eithe, of a Province or Dioceſe, Rep. 2. 


lin | © Part. x. p. 360. and in page 687. faith he, 
, cc A ATaD p \__ 
es I have ſhewed that Scripture uſeth not 
4 « all a Prov Dt - 'Droxch 
hat tO Call a Provence or Dioceſe, a Church, 
» of |} © but either the whole Unrver/al, or elſe 
(bop * a Particular Congregation. "T hus = {ce 
ere. | © how Mr. Cartwright doth, not only hold 
vere | © a Presbyter and a Biſvop to be the 
« C ef ; 
;— {| < fame office, but that the office of a 
* Presby ——_ 4 4 , Ti (+0274 
arge [+ Fresbyrer 1s Appropriatea to a ſingle Con 
ch of h gregation, and that the Holy Scripture 
over | © never {peakes ofa Dioceſane or Provincial 
web, | © Church,burt only of the Univerſal (which 
: or | © 5 Invilible)and a Parricalar Church, and 
oulſe : * therefore not of a Claffical Church, But 
over : 
Tre to $. 18, What I ſhall ofter from the mul- 
rain- | titude of Nonconformiits, whoſe Sorgows 
ouſe- 4 encreaſed on James the Firſt's coming to 
1 the | the Exgliſb Throne, will evidence what I 
wern- | affirm to Perſons of the meaneit Capa- 
here- | cities. For Dr. Ames, who gathered up 
- Pay- | the fence of theſe Old Nonconformiſts, 
ticular C 2 whom 
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| | : = 
whom he ſtyles, in his—Preface to his 


Eneliſh Puritaniſm, [ Rigid Presbyterians,) 
declared poſitively, that they Hold and 
Maintain, . © That every CompMy, Congre- 
* gation, and Aſſembly of true Believers, 
« joining together according to the Or- 
« der of the Goſpel, in the rae Worſhip 
« of God, is a true Viſible Church of 
« Chriſt ; and that the ſame Title [z<. 
« of True Viſible Church) is Improperly 
« given to other Societies, Combinations, 
« or Aſſemblies whatſoever ——— Thar 
« Chriſt Jeſus hath not Sabjefted any 
* Church, or Congregation of . his ro 
&* any other Superiour Eccleſraſtical Jurif- 
« diction than unto that which is within 
&« 7x, ſelf. So that if a whole, Church, or 
« Congregation, ſhall err 1n any Matter 
* of Faith,and Religion,no other Churches, 
* or Spiritual Church-Officers,have (by any 
* Warrant from the Word of God,) 
« Power to Cenſure, Puniſh or Controut 
* the ſame : But are only to Counſel, or 
« Adviſe the ſame, and leave their Sol; 
* to the immediate Judgment of Chriſt, 
© and their Bodies to the Sword and 
* Power of the Civit MacisTRATE, 
who alone upon Earth hath Power to 
* Puniſh a whole Church or Congrega- 
* tion They hold, that every Eſtab- 
liſhed 


Lo 
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« liſhed Church ought (as a ſpecial Pre- 
<.rogative, wherewith the 15 endowed 
* by Jeſus Chriſt) to have Power and 
E Liberty to chooſe their own Spiritual 
« and Eccleſiaſtical Offticers----They hold 
« and believe the Equality in Eccleſiaſtical 
« Juriſdiction, and Authority of Church. 
« es and Church-] niſters% no more De. 
« rogatory and Repugfiant to the Srate 
* and Glory of a Monarch,than the Parity 
* and Equahty of School-Maſters or Ma- 
ſters of Fartihes. Chap. 2. Q. 1. 5. 11, 
There was alſo about this time a Proteſta. 
tion of the Kings Supremacy made in the 
Name of the AfﬀMicted Miniſters, in 
which they declare. That they confine, 
*and bound all Eccleſiaſtical Power 
« within the Limits only of one Par- 
* ticular Congregation; holding, that the 
« greateſt Ecclefiaſtical Power ought nor 
* to ſtretch beyond the fame: And that 
© It 15aN ARROGATING PRINCELY Supre- 
& macy, for any Eccleſiaſtical Perſon or Per- 
& ſons whoſoever,to take upon themſelves |. 
« Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction over many 
& Churches-----T hat it 15 utterly unlaw- 
« ful for any one Miniſter to take upon 
« himfelf, or accept of a fole Eccleftatti- 
« cal Juriſdiction over ſo much as one 
« Congregation. And therefore DemecT 

? the 
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« the moſt Honeſt and Godly 1n the Con- 
« gregation, ought to be adjoined to,the 
« Miniſter, in the Spiritual! Regiment of 
« the Souls of the Congregation, of which 
* he isa Paſtor---—T hat _ Eccleſiaſti- 
* cal Perſons, that make claimto greater 
* Power and Authority than this, eſpeci- 
* ally they that make claim Jure Drivimo, 
* of Power, or Juriſdiction to meddle 
* with other Churches than that one 
« Congregation, of which they are or 
* ought to be Members, do Usure vroN 
THE SUPREMACY OF THE Civic Ma- 
GISTRATE. \. 24, 25, 27. And a little 
before, $. 12. *We hold that the King has 
« Power to Remove out of the Churches, 
all Scandzlow, Schiſmatical, and Herett- 
* cal Teachers. And, $. 14. That theKing 
« only hath Power within his Dominions 
* to Convene Synods, or General Afſem- 
* blits of Miniſters. 


$. 9. Soon after this Proteſtation, a 
Chriſtian, and Modeit Offer of a moit In- 
different Conference, or Diſputation about 
the Main and Principal Controverſies be- 
twixt the Prelates, and the late Stlenced 
Miniiters in England, was made ; min 
which, vez. P: 2, 3. the Nonconforming 
Miniſters undertook to prove, © That 
©* there 
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« there is no true Viſible Church of Chriſt, 
* but 4 Particular Ordinary Congregation 
&* only ; that every true*Vi{ſble Church of 
* Chriſt, or Ordinary Aſſembly of the 
* Faithful, hath by Chriſt's Ordinance, 


* Power 1n it felt, immediately under 


+ * Chriſt, to Ek# and Ordain, Deprive and 


&« Depoſe their Miniſters ; and to Execute - 
&* all other Eccleſpaſtical Cenſures : That 
* the Paſtor of a Particular Congregatt- 
* on 15 the Higheſt Ordinary Eccleftalt- 
* cal Officer in any true Conftituted Vi 
* {ible Church of Chriſt : That the Civil 
*& May:/irates ought to be the Overſeers 
* of Provinces, and Diocefſes, and of 
© "THE SEVERAL CHURCHES THEREIN : 
* And it is their Office and Duty inyoyned 
« them by God, to take Knowledge, to Pu- 
* ziſþ and Redreſs all Miſgoverning, or 
* 111 Treating of any Church, or Church- 
* Oſhcer. 


d. 10. What is here afftrm'd by theſe 
Deprived Miniſters is fo tull, not only a- 
gainſt the Dioceſan, but Claſſical way, that 
it may tempt ſome to take it for Granted, 
That whullt I profels to ſer downthe Prin- 
ciples of the Engliſh Presbyterians, T am 
only deſcribing the Brownzſts, in which 
they wall, perhaps, be conhrm'd, when 

C 4 they 
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they conſider, that in this fame Offer it's 
aſſerted, © That the Paſtor. alone ought 
« ft to exerciſe Fccleſiaſtical Juriſdiction 
« over his Church, but others ought to be 
<« joyned to him by the Aſſignment of the 
* fame Church, NeTHEr ouchT HE, 
« and THrty To PrerrokM Any Man, 
« and Material Eccleſiaſtical At, WrtH- 
© OUT THE FxEet CONSENT OF THE 
* CONGREGATION : However it's very 
manifeſt, that theſe Nonconformiſts were 
far from cloſing with Browniſm, as ap- 
pears from what they Anſwer to the 11th 
Oppoſition,un which *tis demanded, [*Wh 
* do they not wholly with the Browniſl, 
« ſeparate, and get them to Amſterdam, to 
* their Holy Brethren there /} Where 
* they Proteſt, that they are Perſuaded, 
* that many ot the Conforming Miniſters 

are true Miniſters of Jefus Chriſt, in- 
& dowed with Gttrs from Heaven for that 
«* Holy Funttion: And that the Hol 
« Churches, which they tcach are true 
Churches ; which was ſufficient to clear 
them * from the Reproathes of being 
Browniſts. 


6. 11. And as they fo freely expreſs 
their-own true Senle 1n theſe Matters, ſo 
it 15 with an Aſlurpnce, that none of the 

Con- 
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Conformable Clergy were ſo much a- 
gainſt the above-mentioned Afſertions, 
which they undertook to maintain, but 
would rather Cloſe with them, than Ex- 
poſe themſelves to the Laſh of ſuch Pe- 
nalties as the Deprived Miniſters lay un- 
der : Their Words are Pag. 16, 17. * The 
« former Propoſitions are ſuch, that there 
* will not be found, (as we are verily 
© perſwaded 1n our Conſciences) any one 
* Conformable Miniſter, except he be a 
« Masked Papiit, that will Refuſe to ſub- 
* ſcribe to ANY ONE OF THEM, 1f fo be it 


* would pleaſe the King and State-by. 
*Law to Urge them thereunto, under \ 


* ſuch Penalties as the Miniſters areurged 
* to ſubſcribe untg the Articles, deviſed 
* by the Prelates-—--——-- Yea, we are out 
« of all doubt, that the Prelates them- 
* ſelves, if the caſe ſtood but upon the ſa- 
« ving of their Temporal:ities, (which elſe 
« they ſhould loſe) would with Hear, 
« and Haxp ſubſcribe to Any One of 
* the aforeſaid Propoſitions. Beſides, 


$. 12. Theſe Engliſh Prexbyterians were 
ſo fully convinced ot the Truth of the a- 
foreſaid Propoſitions, which they offered 
to defend, that they were perſwaded they 
were ſuch, that it the Miniſters ſhould 
not 


\ 
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not conſtantly hold, and maintain the 
ſameagainſt all Men, they cannot ſee how 
poſſibly (by the Rules of Divinity) the 
SEPARATION of our Churches from the 
Church of Rome, and from the Pope, the 
Supream Head thereof, can be Jultihed, 

p. 11. /But, 
$. 13. Asthis offer for a Conference was 
made in the Yer 1606, fo *twas followed 
Anno 1609, with a Petition of the Depri- 
ved Mirifers, in which they declare 
themſelves ti. © As we hold, fharyour 
* Majeſty witn.n your Downer, have 
« Power to call Swods, and to PDiſlolve 
© them, ſo we hold likewiſe, that RutinG 
* Syneds, and UniTED Presbyteries, Cx- 
© ercifing Goverament and Impoling 
« Laws and Decrees upon ſeveral Chur- 
* ches, and the Paſtors of them, are not 
< only Humane Inſtitutions, but in regard 
© of the {aid Government and Authority 
* of Impoſing Laws altogether UNLAWFUL, 
* and USurPING «porn the SUPREMACY of 
* the Civil MAG15TRATE==- Weacknow- 
* ledge (as hath been above remembred) 
* no other Power, and Authority for the 
© OvgRSEERG, RuLiixG, and Cenfuring 
* of Particular Churches ( how many 
* {oever 1n number) m the Caſe of their 
* Miſgovernment, than that which is Ori- 
66 2 inally 


\ 
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* yindlly Inveſted in your Royal Perſon, and 
« trom it derived to fuch of your : 
« as you ſhall Judge Worthy to be De- 
« puted to the Execution of the fame un- 
&« der you ; ſoas the Favour humbly follict- 
« ted by us is, That whereas our Ld Je 
« /zs hath given to each PaxTICuLAx .. 
* CyHurCH, ds Orbinary Conartoa, 

-:28 this Right, and Priviledge, wit 
* 10 Eled, Ordain, and Deprive her own *' 
*« Miniſters; and to Exerciſe all other 
* Parts of Lewful Eccleſiaſtical Jrrrſdittaon 
* under lum. So far the Peritzomuy Mi- 
niſters (P. 13, 14.) who (inP. 18.) fay, 
* Tha: :; this Church (ſpeaking of a Par- 
« ticular Church, and the Officers there- 
« of ) which is coapred within the Bounds 
* of x Pariſh; one, a Paſtor, another a 
Teacher, others Elders, and others Dezcoms. 

$ 14. Theſe Quotations our af the old 
Engliſh Presbyterians,dofufhiciently evince, 
that they held, that properly ſpeaking, there 
was no other Viſible Church, but whar 
was Congregational, that the Power of 
their Officers is not tobe ſtretched beyond 
the Bounds of a fingle Congregation ; 
that what Power is needful beſides rlus, 
for Reforming Particular Churches, is In- 
veſted in the Civil Magiſtrate, to whom 
it doth alſo belong to Convene Synods, &c. 
And it muſt be allo RemarKk'd, d. 15. 
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$. 15, That in theſe Inſtances the Ex- 
gliſh Presbyterian,and the Congregationaliit 
are moſt entirely Agreed, as appears, 
not only from what 1s in the Preface to 
the Savoy Confeſſion, where it's Decla- 
red by them in theſe Words: © As for our 
< ſelves we areable to trace the Footſteps 
© of an Independent Congreoational way, in 
* the Antienteſt Cuſtoms of the Churches, 
* as alſo in the Wz1T1xGs of our ſoundeſt 
& Proteſtant Divines, and (that which we 
* are much ſatisfied in) a full Concurrence 
* throughout, in all the Subſtantial Parts 
* of Church-Government with our Reve- 
« rend Brethren, the 0/4 Puritan Noncon- 
&« formiſts------Sec Puritaniſ. Anzl, by Dr, 
& Ames, 4s the Opinions of Whitehead, 
& Gilbe, Fox, Dearing, Greenham, Cart- 
« wright, Venner, Fulk, Whitaker, ' Rati- 
© nolds, Perkins, &c. But alſo from what 
15 in the Preface to the Enoliſh Prebytery, 
(gf -which more in due place) where the 
Author, mentioning Dr. Ames his Purs- 
taniſm, adds, To which Presbytery is, at 
leait, a Piece of a Succeſſor. And thus it 
continued till the Meeting of the Aſſembly 
of Divines at Weſtminſter in the Year 1641, 
without the putting forth of any Efforts 
for the Claſſical by Nonconformiſts. 


SECT, 
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SECI., UL 


The Settins up of the Claſſical Presbytery 
in this Land Attempted by the Scots, and 
by therr Intereſts in the Aſlembly at Weſt- 
minſter ; but met with ſo much Oppoſition, 
not only from the INDEPENDENTS, but 
from ſundry others, that it could never 
take amons it us, 


C. 1. HE Engliſh Presbyterians, confi 
dered in Contradiftinftion un- 

to the Browniſts, and other Diſlenters 
from the Church of Exgland, prevailing 
trom the beginning of the Reformation, 
till the Aſſembly at Weſtminſter, met with 
ſome Check from the Attempts made up- 
on them, as well as upon the Church of 
England by the Scots, and their Influence 
onthe Aﬀembh ; but the Engliſh Presbyteri- 
ans were ſo powerful in this Nationatthat 
time, and the Izdependents, who, 1n the 
above-mention'd particulars, Agreed with 
the Engliſh Presbyterians, had obtain'd fo 
great an Intereſt in the Parliament, and 
Army, and the Multitude of them, who 
Diflented from the Church of England, 
DoixGs $0, upon a Principle that did fet 
*'em as much againſt the Claf{cat Church 
Go- 
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Government, the Obſtacles, whuch lay in 
the way of the Aſſemblies ſetting up the 
Claſſical Presbytery, were {0 many, that 
they never adventured to Aſſert the Di- 
Vine Right of that Form; and the Parlia- 
»ext would never allow-of aff the Aſlem- 
bly pn to*'em, And what was by 
an Ordixance of both Houſes Eſtabliſhed, 
could never get Reputation enough a 
—_— the People to be generally Recei- 
X 


$. 2. This being a Point of extraordi- 
nary Importance, in the preſent Caſe, I 
will be the more Diſtin&t in my At- 
tempt to clear it. And ſeeing *tis Granted 
on ally hands, that norwithitanding the 
moſt the Scors and their Friends either in 
the Parliament or Aſſembly could do, the 
People of this Nation could never be Pre- 
vaile4 with to Submit to the Claſſical 
Church-Government, I will only ſhew 
what were the Tr#e Reaſons, why it 
could gain no more amongjits us, and the 
rather, becauſe not only Mr. Robert Bay- 
hy, in his Diſſwaſre trom Errour, but alſo 
the Learned Mr. Baxter, in the Narratrve 
he geves of his own Life, p. 73. do charge 
the I=deperdents for being the only hinder- 


ers. Mr. Bayly with Unchriltian butternels, 
and 
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and ſundry falſe and Rayling Accuſations, 
faith, that all the Prelates and the Papiſts 
©* cannot, nor do hinder ſo much the 
« work of Reformation, as the five Di/- 
« ſenting Members, viz. the Independents ; 
But Mr. Baxter with more temper, faith, 
* that the fve Diſſentins Bretheren, 
* Joyned with the Reſt till t ey had Drawn 
* #p 4 CONFESSION oF FAITH, a Larger, 
&« and Shorter Catechiſm; but when they 
* came to Church Government they enga- 
« ged them in many long Debates, and 
« kept that Buſineſs as long as poſſibly 
« they could, Undetermined; and after 
* that, kept it fo long Unexecuted in al- 
* moſt all Parts of the Land, faving Lon- 
© don and Lancaſbire, that their Party 
* had time to ſtrengthen themſelves in 
* the Army and the Parhtament, and 
« hinder the Execution after all, and keep 
© the Government determined of, a ſtran- 
«* ger to moſt of the People of this Land, 
«* who know it but by hearſay, as it was 
« Repreſented by Reporters. So far Mr. 
Baxter, who to the ſhame of Mr. Bayly 
( whoſe Claſfical Zeal tranſported him 
him beyond all Bounds of 'Iruth, when 
he Accuſed the Independents, for Patro- 
nizing all manner of Abominable Er- 
rours, and Hereſices,) hath confuted him, 
and 
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and done them the Juſtice of Leaviog it 
on Record, that they Joyned with the 
Aﬀemth, in the Confeſſion of Faith, lar- 
ger an er Catechiſm, But 


$. 3. My deſign is cheifly to clear the 
Truth and ſhow, that as the Independents 
did undoubtedly their Part to hinder the 
ſetting up of a National Church-Govern- 
ment, which would have Ruined thoſe 
Churches, which are of Chrift's Inftitu-» 
tion; ſo there were others, who attempred 
the fame that the Independents did ; for 
both the Prelatiſts, and the Engliſh Pres- 
byterians had, upon different Reaſons, their 
hands in the Oppoſition, and alſo the Bo- | 


dy of the People. 


$. 4. 1. That the Prelatiſts had their | 
ſhare in the hindring it, 1s Apparent | 
from what is in the Letter ſent by the 


Aſſembly to the Belpick, and other Refor- \ 
med Churches, p. 7. in which they de- { 
clare, © That in thoſe Troublefome times [ 


« the Honourable Houſes of Parliament cal- 
« led the Aſſembly to give them their beſt 
« Counſels for the Reformation of the t] 
« Church, &c.— And in this Work (fay N 
* they) we are now excerciled, tho* the as 
* Enemy rl. 
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* Enemy hath ſtirred up the Heart of our 
" Dear, and Dread JOVeres # AGAINST Us, 
Now, it's well known that none ſo Pow- 

erful with the King, as the Church of 
Enoland, whodid, youlce, their moſt to 
prevent the Aſſemblies cr eting the Clat- 
ſical Government, by ſetting his Majeſty 
againſt] them. But, 


 $. 5. 2. The great Impedimentrthat lay 
in their way, was the Power of the Ex- 
gliſh Presbyterians, who had Leaven'd the 
Gentry as well as the Common People, 
with Principles oppoſite unto the Scotch 
Church Government, and moſt contorm 
to the Rule ſertled by the firit Retormers, 
in Defence of their Separation trom Rome. 
And whoever will conlider what the Par- 
lament did in Caling, and Diretting their 
Symod, and in Approving and Rejecting 
what was Preſented to them by the At- 
ſcmbly, will ſee reaſon enough to conclude 
I am in the Right. For, 


d. 6. 1. This Synod was not called ci- 
ther in the Dioceſan,” or Claſſical way, as 
Mr. Baxter obſerves, but the Parhament, 
as it Refolv'd to take the Exgliſb Presbyte- 
rians tor their Conduct, chote the Aflem- 
bly themſ{clves. © The Parliament (faith 
D Mr, 
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« Mr. Baxter, wbi ſeq.) not intending to 
« call an Aſſembly, which ſhould pretend 
« a Divine Right, to make Obliging Laws, 
* or Canons to bind their Brethren, but an 
* Feeleſtaſt ical Council, ro be Adviſers to 
* themſclves, did think they belt knew 
© who were the fhrrelt to give)them Aad- 
© vice, and therefore choſe them al) them- 
* ſelves. "Thus touching their Calling, 
which was moſt Remote trom the Scorch- 
Claſſical way, and conform to the Engliſh- 
Presbyterian Principles, who are only tor 
Perſwaſrve Synods, 


d. 7. 2. This Aflembly when thus cal- 
led, could not proceed by virtue of any 
Inherent Power in themſelves, but in all 
their Debatcs were conhned by the Parlia- 
ment; ſo Mr. B. * This Aſſembly was 
* confhned by Parkament, to Debate only 
* ſuch things as they Propoſed to them. 
* And many Lords and Commons were 
* joyned in Commiſſion with them, to ſee, 
* that they did not go beyond their Commiſſi- 
* on. So far was this Synod from being 
formed according td the Claſſical Model. 
\Whencc I infer, 


$$. 2. 
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d. 8. 3. That one Reaſon, why the AC 
lembly never adventur'd uponthe ſettling 
the Drvine Right of thei Government, 
was becaufe the Parliament would never 
endure it. I fay, that this is one Reaſon ; 
tor they had another which moved them 
to wave the Jas Drvizxum, namely, their 
getting the greater Advantage againſt 
their Diſlenting Brethren, by putting em 
on the Proof of divers other General Pro- 
politions, as necellary toevince, that the 
Presbyterial Government over many Con- 
gregations might not be ; whereas, if the 
Aſſembly had Aﬀerted the Devine Rioht of 
the Claſhcal Government, or that it r«- 
ther ſhould be, the Debate might have 
much ſooner come to an Iflue ; but their 
putting it only on a [»2ey be,] left it in ſuch 
Ambiguous and Incofrtprehenfive Terms, 
as to neceſſirate their Opponents to thoſe 
Delays, that were in this Debate, 

But as this was one Reaſon, fo the Par- 
liaments being againſt the [»wit be,] had 
ſome Influence on the Aflembly, and 

reatly Diftreſled them. And that the 
© — wasagainft their Divine Right, 
is manifeſt from their Rejefting what dil 
in the leaſt look that way, as u's related 
inthe Preface to the Savoy-Confeſſion,where 


. 
2 ris 
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is thus. © The Honourable Houſes of 
« Parhament thought i It not convenient to + 
« have Marters of "Diſcipline, and Charch- 
« Government put into a Confeſſion of Faith, 
« eſpecially ſuch Particulars thereot as then 
« were, and ſtill are Controverted and 
« and under Diſpute by Men Orthodox 
« and found in Faith. The oth Chap- 
« ter therefore of that Confeſſion, as it was 
« preſented ro them by the Aſſembly, which 
« is of Church Cenſares ; asalloCap. 31. of 
6 Syroas, and Councils, by whom to be cal- 
« jd, of what Force in-their Decrees and 
« Determinations, -----—- ] hele were ſuch 
« Doxwbtrful Aflertions, and fo Unſuitable 
* to a Confeſſion of Faith, as the Honoura- 
« hle Houſes in their Great Wiſdom 
& thought fit to lay them afide. So mani- 
feſt it iS th; it the Parliament would never 
allow of the Church Government accord- 
ing to the Scorch Modell, nor ſufter any 
thing to look hike their Sy nods having an 
Obligins Power over their Brethren ; and 
conlideri ing the State of Aﬀairs in that jun- 
cture, nothing but a Conviction, that the 
Engliſh Presbyzery was more agr ccable to 
the Scripture Rule, than the Claſſical, 
could have hindered their Complyance 
with the Scors in this Matter. It rs alfo 
farther to be obſerved, 
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d. 9. 4. That the Author of certain 
\Conliderations tending to Peace amongſt 
Proteſtants, Printed .by Parkhurit, Anno 
1674, doth __ himſelf thus, wiz, 
« 'The late Presbyterian Aflembly, it you 
« will have 1t called ſo, DirreRED MUCH 
* FROM THE ASSEMBLIES OF THE 
©& CHURCH of Scotland, "They at Weſt. 
«* minſter (faich Heylin) Attribute Power 
« to the Civil Magiſtrate, not only of cal. 
« ling Synods, and Church Aſſemblies, bur 
« alio of being Preſent at them, and to 
« Provide, that whatever 15s therein con- 
« cluded, be done agreeably to the Mind 
« and Will of God. Asto the Matter of 
« Church-G OVernment, the Divine Right of 
« their Presbyteries--—--not a Word deli- 
« vered, Belides, their National-Aſſem- 
« blies were tobe Subordinate tothe Power 
« of the Parliament, ----by the Ordinance 
« of the 14th of March, which makes it 
« quite ANOTHER THING from the SCOT- 
* TISH PRESBY TERIES, 4nd other Aſſem- 
« blies of the KixK, which hold themielves 
&*& to be SurrEME, and UNACCOUNTABLE 
* iN THEIRGACTINGS, without reſpect to 
« the KinG6h the PaxLiament, and the 
« Courts of Taſtice, So Heylin, wn Tis He- 
«* ſtory of Presbyt. p. 476. $0 that tho the 
D 3} Seotch 
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Scotch. and Claſſical-Presbyterians labourcd 
hard to ſet up their Government, yet 
could they not do 1t. Something of the 
Shadow of it they had, but not the Thing, 
and what they had, gave not fatisfa&tion 
tothe London Pre ehyterians. For, 


10. 5, The Presbyterians of the Pro- 
vince of London, conſidering the Chaurch- 
Government Eſtabliſhed by the Ordinance 
of March 14. 1645, did, in their Conſfude- 
rations, and 'Caations from S:on-Colledge, 
Jane 19. 1646. declare, * That there is 
* not a Compleat Rule in theſe OxDINAN- 

* CES: —- 1 hat there are many Neceſſary 
< « hines NoT YET ESTABLISHED; and 
&« ſome things WHEREIN their C onſciences 
« re NOT $0 FULLY SATISFIED. And 
at this tume they Publiſhed in the fame Pa- 
Per, * 'Their Joynt Reſolution to Prattiſe 

* in all things according tothe Rule of the 
« Word, and according to theſe Ordinan- 
* ces, SO FAR AS THEY CONCEIVE THEM 
* CORRESPONDENT TO IT. Belides, 


S. 11.6, That Part of the Aſlemblies 

( onſefſon which g gave molt Conntenance 
to the Claſſical way, as it was Rejected by 
the Parliament, fo was it haſtily Publiſhed 
trom the Scorch Copy, where it had an 
Appro- 


* 


Approbation ; and ſuch is the Integrity of 
Zcalots for the Claſhcal Government, as 

to conceal the Approved Copy from the 
World, and Publiſh what never had an 
a 7 rn trom that Government, which 
all 


ed the Aſſembly. 


$. 12. Theſe Conſiderations may. con- 
vince the Impartial Reader, that how 
much ſoever the Expliſb Presbytery took in 
this Nation from the Beginning of the Re- 
formation, yet the C/affical way would not 
go down either with the Gentry or Coam- 
mon People ; tho Epiſcopacy was latd a- 
lide, and Scottiſb DR very power- 
tul, yet could not the Parliament be pre- 
vailed with to Eſtabliſh the Clafica! Go- 
vernment, 3hd that their having fome- 
What hike it, was enough to frighten the 
Saber People of Epgland from a Cloture 
with it. For, 


$. 13. Tho in many Places the Miniſters 
were tor it,yct as Dr, Da-Moulan, * When 
* the Prezbyterian Government Came tothe 
*% Execution and Pradttice, there was not 
« one of ten "Thouſand of the People, that 
« wouldſubmit unto it. --- And one of the 
« Miniſters, who was the moit Eminent, 
* confeſſed to me, that being Paſtor ot the 
= : « Greateſt 


« Greateſt Pariſh, in London, he was ne- 
« ver able toc tabliſh n1t a Cai ſtory, nor 
« findany that would be of it, bur a Prtiful 
« S:orch T aylor. Vid. Contas. of the Inde. 
pendent Government, with that of the Primi- 


trove, P- 30. { 
| 


$ 14. The Cheſhire Miniſters in their 
F9.F-n, ris to the Teſtimony of the Re- 
verend Brethren of the' Province of Lon- 
don, expreſs their Grief, becauſe ſo much 
of the Claſſical Presbytery as was Eſtabh- 
ſhed, prevailed 1o little in moſt Places, 
and ;mpute the truc Reaſons of it, * Partly 

* tothe Mif-repreſentations of | it to thoſe 
* that owed {ubmur unto it ; For to ſome 
* 1t 15 (fay they) rendered FoxMIDAnLE, \ 
* as 11 it were Moxe OpyxessIvE than 
* ever the Prelacy was ; to others Deser- 
* canrft,for want of a Competent Power to 
XC - to Effettu, / Refor mation of Ot- 
Thats, the Parliament anncx- 
ed n Punaltics to be Infiited on them, 
CO uld not in Con{c 1CNCe CON form to 

1onzl-Church-Confſtitution. More- 


6 15, There were amongſt the Mini- 
tters a conſiderable Number, who enter- 
ed into Aſſociationg, and ſer up another 

fort, 
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ſort of Government, comprehending the 
Moderate Epiſcopal, and the Independents, 
upon the Principles maintain'd by the Ex- 
liſh Presbyterians, For Mr. Baxter, who 
was an Exe if _— was the Great 
Promoter of it; who freely declared, he 
could not agree with the Atlembly in eve- 
ry Point of Government («bs ſup. P.73.) 
and in P. 97, he mentions the Progreſs 
made of their Afſociating Deſign. 


$. 16, Thus great Endeavours were, 
duringthe time the Aſſembly fate, for the 
bringing in the Claſffica! Church Govern- 
ment, but *twas fo contrary to the Gems 
of the Nation, that no fort, neither the 
Magiſtrate nor People, could be entirely 
tor it, nor could the Shadow of it find ac- 
ceptance amongſt us, the Sober Party, 
who Diſſented trom the Droceſans, being 
for the moſt part Engliſb Presbyterians, and 
Conpregationaliſts, 
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The ExG6LisH PrESBYTERY after the Re- 
ffauration of Charles II. prevai''d again, 
and ſo continued toll the late Union com- 
menced, Theſe things ſbewn out of the 


Writings of Dr. Collings, ans Mr. Bax- 


ter. 


F. 1. Hen Charles TI. was Reſtored, 

oon after the Prechyterians 
were catt out, and the Epiſcopal put into 
their Phces, whereupon the Nonconfor-"\ 
wiſts, who were not of the Independent 
way, didfoon, by their Practice, and the 
ſeveral Books written in Defence of their 
Nonconformity, convince their cloſeſt Ob- 
ſervers, that they were for thoſe Princi- 
[2 which the Engliſh Prechyterians had 
rom time to time Afﬀerted. And that 
thus much may with the greateſt Ciear- 
neſs, and tothe moſt fatisfaRtion be evin- 
ced, I will refer to what Dr. Collzxes, and 
Mr. Baxter have offered on this Occa- 


lion, 


$.2.1. Dr.Collizgs, who labourcd much, 
and wrote well in the Controverſic about 
Church-Government, gives an Account 
Ol 
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of the main Opinions of thoſe Miniſters, / 
and People in Enzland, who gounder the 


Name of Presbyter:ans, and calls his Book 


$. 3. 2. In the Account he gives of their 
Opinions, he tells us, "That they were for 
a Catholick Church Viſible, which the Old 
Enpliſh Presbyterians would never own ; 
bur then it muſt be obſerv'd, that he doth 
not repreſent themas Aſlerters of a Catho- 
lick.Church Viſible, form'd into ane Go- 
verd Society, or an Organick Body. For 
e carefully appropriates . the Governing 
Power to fixed ſingle Conpregations, in 


'Which the Raling Officers may have the 


Knowledge of every Member under his 
Care----His Words are, © They Beheve, 
* that Chriſt hath Appropriated M:niſters 
* of the Goſpel to this Viſible Church, 
* who may Preach the Goſpel, and Baptize 
* 18 any Parts of it, but Cax oxNLY Ex- 
* erciſe an ordinary Juriſdittion, in thoſe 
* particular Parts of it, over which God 
« hath giventhem a particular Overſight as 


« Paſtors and Teachers, The Exerciſe of 


& Att; of Jariſaittion, REQuIRING A PAR- 
+* TICULAR KNOWLEDGE of PerSONS O- 
* p1x10NS, KNOWLEDGE, and CONVER- 
* SATION, Which no ſingle Perſon can 
* have 


= 
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« have as to all the Members of the /7þ- 


&« ble Charch, P.6.\. 4. and in the fame 
Page, $. 6. *tis added, © They Believe 
« Perſons thus /et apart, (as in a forego- 
* going Paragraph) to the Miniſtry, are 
« tully Authorized to Preach the Goſpel, 
* and to Baprize in any Place, wherethey * 
« zrecalled to it, AND TO ADMINISTER! 
* Tir Loxp's SUPPER, when they ſball be 
© FIXED IN ANY CONGREGATION, that 
« they may Adminiſter it knowingly to Per- 
« ſons; that are able to diſcern the Lord's 
* Body-----and to Exxxcist ACTS of u- 
* RISDICTION IN THEIR FIXED CONGRE- 
* GATION. And P. 10. Q. 2. © An Ad- 
© monition, which is a Church Cenſare, is 
* the Act of the whole Congrev ation, or the | 
* Ofhicers of it, as well inthe Name of 
* Chri#, as Ix Turiz\Nahis, ſhewing 
* a Perſon Ottendi 1s Errour from the 
« Word of God, and Exhorting and 
* Warning kim to. Reform, This they 
* fay, may be olten Repeated.-—q. Excom- 
« munication being, the Higheſt Cenfure, 
* they Believe, ought not ro be Denoun- 
* ced by any Perſons, but thoſe whom 
* God's Word hath appointed thereunto. 
«* .--- 1 he Perſons Decreeing it, muſt bc 
* the Charch, by its Officer, or Officers, (they 
* agreeing thereunto—) 
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d. 4. 3. I he Door, in theſe Paragraphs, 
as he truly Repreſents the Engliſh Preeby- 
terians to be of Opinion, that Chriſt's Mi- 
niſters may Preach and B. -ptize, whenever 
n the Viſible Church they are called fo: 
He adds, That they fay, the Exerciſe of 
Tariſdiction belongs tothe Miniſter, ashe 
is fixed to a Congregation ; that he is r0 Ad- 
moniſh Fcc -lefia tically in C hrifts and the 
Churches Names : » th: rt the Perſons decree- 
ing to E xcommunicate, muſt be the 
Church, by the Officer, or Officers ; allow- 
ng unto the Chriſtian Magiſtrate more 
Power in theſe. Matters than Claſſical 
Presbyterians, as in P.8, 9, and fo far from 
making the Catholick Church Vilible, a. 
Governed Soctety, or Org annick Boay, that 
you fee they Appt -opriate the Power of 
ſurifdiQtion unto a fixed” a Congregation, 
without mentioning a Subordination of 
Claſſical, or Provincial Aſſemblies of the 
Ruling Officers, untoa National, or other 
Greater Synods. Bur, 


$. 5.1. The Learned Mr. Baxter, who 
1bout the Nature and Conſtirution of Par- 
ticular Churches, hath been more Elabo 
rate, and Convincing than moſt, in De- 
ſending their Non-corformity unto the 
(:hurch 
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Church of England, doth moſt exattly 
deſcribe the Engliſb dag ay cn tetch- 
ing his Arguments from the Inconſiſtency 
there is berween the Droceſan Government, 
and the Specific Nature of Chriſt's I=ſti- 
tuted Churches, Miniſtry, and Diſcipline. 
And, 


$. 6, 2. That he may the more clearly 
ſhew where the Strexgth of his Argu- 
ments doth lie, he diſtinguiſheth between 
particular Inſtitured Charches, and the 
Catholick Church Viſible ; affirming, that 
they are Specifically D:ſtintt from each 0- 
ther, upon the account of the different 
ſorts of Communion, that arc had ina Par- 
ticular, and in the Catholick Church, For, 


faith he, 


d. 7. 3. Communion, Which is the Eſſen- 
tiating Exd of theſe Socictics, is twofold, 
The oze ſort is in the ſame Species, or kind 
of Worſbip only; and the other, in the 
ſame Indrvidual Atts of Worſhip : Ad- 
ding, that the Communion, which is in 
the ſame kind of Worſhip only, may be 
between them, who are at the greateſt 
diſtance from each other, and conlequent- 
ly with! every Member of the Catholick 

hurch Viſible, which therefore he - 
cth 
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leth Catholick Communion, and ſeeing it 
can be only in kind, it cannot be more w4ſ6- 
ble, as ſuch, than the _ of things are. 
But Communion, \n the ſame Indrvidual 
Atits of Worſhip, is by joyning im the 
ſame Ordinances of the Word, Prayer, and 
Lord's Supper, and they, who have Com- 
munion with each other, in this way, 
muſt meet in the ſame Place, at one and 
the ſame time, and *tis therefore called Per- 
ſonal-Preſential, or Local Communion, 
which is therefore Proper, and Adequate 
to a particular Congregational-Clmurch. 
This is a thing that mult be Inculcated, 
viz, Communion in the ſatmeiSredividual 
Acts, can be had only in a fingle Congre- 
cation, becauſe there alone they can attu- 
ally joyn in the fame Worſhip; whence it 
neceſſarily follows, 


$. 8. 4. That that Communion which 
is ſtretched beyond the Bounds of one 
lingle Congregation, being only in the 
ſame kind of Worthip, is of the ſame ſort 


with Catholick Communion. And ſeeing 


the Members of a Dioceſan, or Claſſical 
Church can have no other Communion 
with each other than what is Catholick, 
they want that Communion, which 1s Ef- 
ſential unto thoſe particular Churches 


which 
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which are of Divine Inſtitution, and ſpe- 
cifically diſtinguiſhed trom the Catholick 
Church. m_— the other Hand, the 
Aſlerting Dioceſan, or Claſſical to be par- 
ticular Churches of the Lowe# Raxk and 
Obder, is quantum in ſe, a deitroying Pa- 
riſh, or Conpregational Churches; and as 
ſtretching particular Churches to a larger 
Extent, 15 to make the Ends of their Con- 
ſtitation impoſſible to be attained : As 
Mr. Alſop, mn his Miſch. of Impoſ. © Itis 


« very Lawful to build a Ship, or a Man of 


* War as big as two or three Tachts,which 
* may dobetter Service; but it's folly to 
" rn one that would reach fronr Calais 
* to Dover, which mult lic like a Log un- 
« meet for Sailing, and the Ends for 
«* which al! Ships are Built, Which he 
mentions tg ſhew, that the extending a 
particular Church beyond the Bounds of a 
ſingle Congregation, doth -truſtrate the 
End of its ucion: or, as Mr. Baxter 
has it, makes the Impoſſibility of Chyiffs 
Diſcipline in our Churches undeniable, 


$. 9. 5. This Epint being with much 
carneſtneſs ſtated by this Learned Perſon, 
he declares in the \arratrve he wrote of his 
own Life, P. 339. © That one Charge, 
which the /Vonconformifts brought againſt 
our 
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our Prelacy is, © That it deſtroyeth the 
* Species, or Form of Particular Churches 
* Inſtirured by Chriſt. 'The Churches 
* Inſtituted by Chriſt, are [ Holy Socte- 
< ries, Aſſociated for Pezs0NAL Commu- 
* xion under their Particular Pajtors.] But 
all ſuch Societies are Deſtroyed by the Di- 
oceſan Frame. ---E7rp0, © It isdeſtruQtive 
* of the Form of Particular Churches In- 
* ſtitured by Chriſt. They [:z. the 
&* Nonconformiſts,} diſtinguiſh between 
©* [ Perſonal, Local Communion of Saints 
* by Paſtors, and their Flocks] and [Com- 
* munion of Heat only] we have Heart- 
* Communion with all the Catholick 
* Church throughout the World-----But 
* [a Holy Communion of Souls, or Indivi- 
* dual Perſons, as Members of the fame 
«* Particular Church, for Publick Wor- 
* ſhip, and a Holy Lite} is EsexciaLLY 
* diſtinct from the tormer, as 1s apparent 
« by the D:/tin&# End : 2. The Diſtin& 
* Manner of Communion ; yea, and the 
* Matter of it. And, in his 1reatiſe of 
* Epiſcopacy, more fully. © We cannot 
« Subſcribe to that Form of Church Go- 
« vernment as Good, or Lawful, which in 
« its Nature Excludeth or Deſtroyeth ze 
« wery Specifical Nature of the Particular 
" Chorches, which were Inſtututed hy the _ 

E ly 
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« ty Ghoit, and ſeitled im the Primitive 
6] IMS 
« But ſuch we take the preſent Dioceſan 
« Form io be, Ergo, 
« The Major will be denied by very 
« few that we have to do with. ---- The 
& Minor I thus prove. 
, - © The Species of 8 Particular Charch, 
© which the Holy Ghoit did Inſtitute, was 
*[One Society of Chriſtians wnited under 
* ome Of more Biſhops, for PexSONAL 
« COMMUNION*+ in Publick Worſbip, and 
* Holy Living. 
* The Dioceſan Englh Frame is [ D#\, 
* ſtruttive of, or] Inconſiſtent with the Spe-" 
* cies of 4 Particular Church. 
* Ergo, The Prrges Engliſh Frame is 
* Inconſiſtent with (or Deſtruttrve of) the 
* Species of the Holy Ghoſt's Inſtitution. 
© In the Major, 1, By [Biſhops] I mean 
* Sacred Miniſters, Authorized by Di- 
* vine Appointment, to be the STATED 
* Guides of the Church, by Doctrine, 
«* Worthip, and Diſcipline, 
By [ Perſonal Communios] I mean, © That 
* the ſaid Churches were no more nume- 
* rous than our Engliſh Pariſhes, nor had 
* more Aſſemblies ; or no more than could 
* have the {ame Perſonal Communion ; and 
* that there were never any Churches, 
* Infims 


« Infme vel prime Speciei, which conſiſt- 
* ed of many ſuch Stated Aſſemblies. 1 


| © ſhall therefore now Prove, That the 


* Churches of the Holy Ghoſt's Inſtituri- 
* on, were no more Numerous, or were 
* ſuch Single Congregations, 

* 1. From-the Hol) Seriptreres, 

* 2. From the Confeſſion of the Dio- 
© ceſans. 

* 3- From the Teſtimony of Antiquity. 

* All proving fully, "That the Ancient 
* Epiſcopal Churches, were but /ach fin- 
* ole Societies, or Congregations, as I have 


« deſcribed. 


$. 10.6, What Mr. B. here affirms, re- 
ſpectschiefly the Communion of the Church, 
and upon this account he doth from the 
Specifical Difference there is between Ca- 
tholick, and Particular Church Communion ; 
and from the Inconſiſtence there 1s be- 
tween Dioceſan, and Parifh, or Congreg a- 
tional Churches ; and the Deſtructive N a- 
ture of the Dioceſan Government, as *tis 
framed to deſtroy Congregational Churches, 
from theſe Topicks, he brings thoſe Ar- 
guments, by which he detends our Non- 
conformitytothe Churchof England, which 
he could never have done, were he not full 
well aſturcd, that the Nonconformiſts ge 
E 2 nerally 


_ 
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nerally Held” Particular Churches to be 


Congregational, And, 


$. 11. 7. That he was fatished his Ar- 
guments were as much againſt Claſſical, as 
they were againſt Dioceſan Churches, evi- 
dently appears 'by what he hath in his 
Treatiſe © Epiſeepeg), Part 1.C. 7. P.120. 
when he faith, © That by a Dioceſan 
« Church, Wx mean all the Chriſtians 
« within that Circuit, who have but one 
« Biſhopover them, tho? they be of Ma- 
* xx PaxiSH CHURCHES, yea Few Paxes- 
© BYTEKRIANS take the Word fo Narrow 
© as this. For, (I think) too many of them 
* do with Rutherford Diſtinguiſh between 
« a Worſbipping Church, and a Governing 
« Church, (and SapLIxG THE HoxsE ror 
« PxELACY To MounT ox) do Affrm, 


« that many (about Twelve uſually) of 


&« theſe Worſbiping Churches, like our Pa- 
* riſhes) may*make but one Governed, or 
« Presbyterial Qhurch. 


$. 12. What more azretly belongs to 
the Government of the Church, we ſhall 
conſider, if God wil, elſewhere ; and will 
only Note in this place, That whoever 
will confult Mr. Baxter's Treatiſe of Fpiſ- 
copacy, and what he faith of the Min:ftry 
and 
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and Dyſcipline of Chriſt's Inſtituted Chur- 
ches, will find that the Engliſh Presbyteri- 
ans, whom he deſcribes, were as much 
againſt the Claſſical Presbytery, as the Con- 
gregationaliſts are, We will in the next 
propoſe the Sentiments of thoſe Engliſb 
Presbyterians, who entered into an Union 
with their Congregational Brethren. 


SECTH. V. 


The Difference between the Claſſical Pres- 
byterian, and the Congregationaliſt fa- 
ted, The Delign of the late Union, and 
the Principles, «pon which *twas founded, 
conſiſtent with the Eſtabliſhed National 
Church Form, and ſuch as Juſtifie the 
Separation of the Firſt Reformers from 
Rome. ' The Claſſical Model Deſtrattirve 
of them, and therefore Rejetted, 


& 1. HAT it may be the more caſi- 

ly underſtood what Principles 
the Presbyterians, who were Men of Senſe 
and Integrity, mult be ſuppoſed to be of, 
when they United with their Congregatio- 
nal Brethren ; 1 will give an Imparrial 
State of the Controverſie about the Nature 
and Power of Inſtituted Churches, as dif- 
cuſs'd by them, whowere tor the Claſſical 
E 3 Church 
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Church Government, and by the Izaepen- 
dents forty or fifty Years ago. 


$. 2. This Comtroverfie, as to that part 
of it which concerns my preſent Purpoſe, 
may be reduced to theſe Heads. 

1, Whether therebe a Catholick-Viſoble- 
Polttical-Church ? 

2, Whether there be a Particular Church 
Eſſential Unorganiz/d, veſted with a Power 


#0 chooſe their own Officers ? Or, An Eccleſia 


Inſtituta ſit Genus? An Integram *? 


$. 3. In the Writings of Cawarey, Hud- 
fon, Hooker, Stone, Allen, Sheppard, and 
the Diſſenting Brethren of rhe Weſtminſter 
Aſſembly, there being an Impartial State 
of this Controverſic, I will, out of their 
Writings, fet it in as clear a Light as 1 
can, 


$.. 4. 1. The Learned Mr. Cawdrey, who 
agreeth in Opinion with the Judicious 
Mr. Hudſon, and the London Miniſters 1n 
their Jus Drvinum, doth, in his Vindicie 
Vinaiciarum, and Review of Mr. Hookers 
Szrvey, declare not only for a Viſtble Ca. 
tholick Church, but * That this Viſible Ca- 
* tholick Church may, ina fair and candid 
* Senſe, be faid ro be Potiticar, and 


« that 
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* that the Notion of CHug CH-ESENTIAL, 
* or HomoGEtNnous, 15 but the Modes, or 
* State of a Church, applicable both to 
* the whole Church, = every compleat 
« Congregation, conliſting of ſible Saints 
« and Officers ——But, « is not poflible 
* there thould be an Eſſential-Church exi- 
* {ting without Officers ——1If we would 
* ſpeak exactly, - neither a Cl/afis of Offi- 
* cers Aſſembled, nora Company of Vf 
* ble Saints combined, can properly becal- 
* keda Church, "They [v1z, the Indepen- 
« dents,} deny a Claſſrs of Officers to be a 
* Church ; and We {who are for Claſſes,] 
* deny a Company of Saints, combined 
* without Officers to be a Charch, being 
* both of them but PaxTs of a Church; 
« part of the Matter of a Church, and 
* therctore PRovexLy no Church. The 
* 'I ruth is, tho? both a Cafis, and aComs- 
* pany of Saints combined without Ofh- 
* cers, have by Cuitom, obtained to be 
* called Churches, yet PxortrkLY 
* they are but Paris or Members of the 
* whole Churchdiverfly combined — Bur 
« we add, If we will ſpeak exactly, a 
« Particular Congregation conlilting of 
&« Officers and Members, 1s not PROPERLY 
« a Church, but a Member of the Catho- 
* lick Viſible POLUT1CAL Church And, 
E 4 * if 
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© if they, much _ ſome Members of . 


—_ Memb: 7 ; Viſible Saints, without 
'© Officers, are Improperly called a Church 
” Again, here lies one of the great 
& Miſtakes in the Independent way, "That 
6 * tbe ima ine a Charch withoat, and before 

&« any Officers, and then give e them Power 
© to make Officers. So far the Learned 
« Mr. Cawarey. 


d. 5. 2. The Judicious Mr. Hudſon, 


ſtates the Controverſie after the fame man- * 


ner, but more claborately, and with grea- 
tcr Logical Exactneſs,and expreſly afhr rms 
the Catholick Charch Vilible to be a Totum 
Inteerale, or POLITICAL Society ; to be 
a C orporation, or Body Politick, un which 
there 15 a Gov erning, and Governed Part. 
And on the Suppolition, that the Catho- 
lick Church Vitible is a Totwm Integrate, 
*rwill unavoidably follow, as Learned 
Mr. Calamy hath happily expreſſed it in hjs 
Pref, ce to Mr. Huajon, that the Congres a- 
tional Government 1s not right, © The 
* Truth is (faith he) the Folition there 
« held forth, would utterly overthrow 
« the Grounds and Pillars of the Congre- 
« gational Government ; tor if there Bo 
66 Catholick Church Viſible, and this 
# Church be not only a Church Entucrve, 


but 


. 
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&« but a Church Organical, and a Totum In- 
* tegrale, having all Church Powers hab:- 
©* tally {cated in the Officers of it, which 
* they have Commiſhons trom Chriſt to 
« Exert, and put into ACt upon a Lawful 
« Call ; and if particular Congregations 
* are Integral Parts and Members of the 
* Church Catholick, as the Jewiſh Syna- 
* gogues were of the Jewiſh Church ; and 
« if the Miniſtry,Orders,and Cenſures were 
« given by Chriſt, fr# tothe Church Ge- 
© neral Viſible, and ſecondarily to the 
* Church Particular, then *twill follow, 
* that the particular Congregation is not 
© the Firit Receptacle of Church Power; 
* and that all Church Power is not Extire- 
« ly and Independently in a particular Con- 
* gregation. So far Mr, Calamy, to whom 
T add, That accordiagfto this Notion, Vi- 
ſible Saints combined tor Church Commu- 
nion without Officers, are not a Church 
Eſſential, and have not a Power to chooſe 
Officers, &ec. For upon this Principle, it's 
manifeſt, yea *ris owned, That to the Ca- 
tholick Church Viſible, which is a Tot am 
Integrate, or an Organized Body, a POL1- 
TICAL Church, the Adminiſtration and 
Immediate Participation of Government, 
and all other Ordinances are tiritly and 
ymnmedaately given ; yea turther, it mult 


be 
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be granted, that particular Chirches,w he- 
ther Congregational or Claſſical, Provincial 
or Nas are not Properly Churches, 
but Integral Parts of the Cathohck Vilt- 
ble PoLIrTicar Church ; that whoever is 
a Viſible Chriſtian, has an Immediate 
Right toall Ordinances; and that the Re- F* 
lation of every Miniſter is firſtly and habi- 
tally unto the Catholick Church Viſible, 
and ſecondarily to this or that Particular 
Church, which is not Properly a Church ; 
that where-everany ſingle Chriſt:an comes, 
heis a Member of the Particular Churcfr 
m that Place, and has a Right to all Ordt- 
nances, tho he never joyn'd himſelf ro any; 
and whoever 1s ordained, he isa Paſtor of 
the Catholick Church, may Admunifter 4» 
all Ordinances, whither focver he comes, 
and Excommunicate Delinquents. 'Tho?, 
for Order ſake, his Power is not exerciſed, 
ict the Power remains Exzire inevery Or- 
dained Miniſter, even in them who are 
called to take the Charge of any particular 
Church. 


d. 6. 1, On the other hand, the Fri 
Reformers of all Perſwaſtons fubverted this 
Notion in their Oppoſition unto the Papsſts, 
by denying ſuch a thing as a Vihble Ca- 
tholick Church, Sublato Fandamento tollt- 


FU 
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tur ops. And they who now own, that 
the many Viſible Chritians, ſcattered 
through the World, may be called the 
Catholick Church Viſible, yet do ſtrenuouſly 
oppugn its being a Pofzrical Church. And 
theſe CongregationaliſtsaftrmttheChurch 
Catholick Vilible to be Tatar: Unriverſale, 
Genericum, oras they ſometimes gxprels it, 
a Totum Efſentiale ; that this Tram Gene- 
ricum gives Eſſence unto its Spectes, or 
Parts, and is its Cauſe, and in order of 
N ature before its Jpectes, as a Cauſe i be- 
fore uts Effetts, But then it muſt, (to 
prevent miſtake) be carectully obſerv'd, 
that by/[Church Univerfal Viſible] they 
mean a Congregational, or a Particular 
Church Eſſential, which including the Ge- 
neral Nature of a Church, they call Ge- 
neral or Univerſal; but fuch as hath 
(where the Combination is) its Eſſentials 
exiſtent, antecedently to the Confiderati- 
on of its being an Integram, or a Body Po- 
litick, and as fuch is drefled with a Power 
of chooſuig its Officers, and of becoming 
thereby a T otuam Integrale, or an Orgenick 


Body, 


6. 7. 2. Fit Matter Combincd, before 
formed into an Orgexick Body, 1s, (with 
them) the Church Eſſential; the only un- 

mediate 


(60) 

mediate Seat of Church Power ; or, to 
expreſs it in the Words of Mr. Alex and 
Mr. Sheppard, (Def. of the Nine Propoſit. 
P. 88.) © The true Form of all Church 
« Societies, In{tiruted by Chrift, towhich 
&« he hath given the actual Adminiſtrati- 
« on, and Immediate Participation of 
« Church Government, and all other In- 
* ſtituted Ordinances, as the Sabjedt there- 
* of, 15 Congregational, 


$. 8. Theſe two Reverend Brethren do 
not, (I confeſs) think themielves obliged 
to encumber this Controverſie with thoſe 
Logical Niceties of a Totum Genericum, a 
Totum Integrate, yet do they hold, * 'That 
* the true State of this Controverhie lies 
« here, concerningthe NaTure, Orpex, 
«and Fox of fuch Viſible Societies, as 
« Chriſt Jelus, by Divine Inſtitution in 
« the Goſpel, hath reduced his Viſible 
« Members unto, for the Actual and I*n- 
&« mediate Injoyment of all his Inſtituted 
« Ordinances. And the Chain of their 
Principles hes thus. 

Firlt, There 1s a Particular Church E/: 
ſential, whichis Congreoational; this Con- 
gregation is made up of Viſible Saints, 
who upon their Mutual Conſent and A- 
greement to walk together according to 

Golpel 
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Goſpel Rule, have an Immediate Right * 
to Stated Communion in all the Special 
Ordinances of the Goſpel ; that as they 
have Power to Combine together, as a- 
foreſaid, fo being cones, they have 
a Power of chooling their own Officers, as 
being furniſhed with ſuch, have received 
Authority from Jeſus Chriſt to Exerciſe 
Government, and of enjoying all Ordi- 
nances of Worſhip within themſelves. 


$. 9. Theſe then are the Points where- 

in Mr. Cawdrey, Hadſor,- and othors, who 
were for the Claſſical Churches and Go- 
vernment, diftered from the old Noncon- 
formiſts, and the Engliſh Presbyterian and 
 Congregationalit, For, the Eccleſiaſtical 
Presbyterians held the Catholick Church 
Viſible ro be a Body Politick ; the fir#t Seat 
of all Ordinances, and that the Paſtor's 
Office was with Relation to the whole 
Catholick Church; that they might Ad- 
miniſter all Ordinances of Worſhip and 
Diſcipline whereſoever they came. The 
Congregational Presbyterian, in oppoſition 
unto *em, denied rhe Catholick Church 
Viſible to be a Body Politick, or Governed 
Soctety, that Viſible Saints combin*d for 
Communion inall Ordinances, whil#t with- 
out Officers, were a particular Church E/- 
lential ; 


ſential ;, that theſe Churches had Power to 
chooſe their own Officers ;, and that the Ra- 
ling Power of theſe Officers was confined 
within the Bounds of Congregational Par- 
ticular Charches. 


$. 10. Well then let us in the next place 
compare theſc diſtindt Notions with the 
late Heads of Agreement, and {ce whether 
the United Brethren fell in withthe Exoliſ 
Presbyterian Principles in this Matter, or 
not ? 


$. 11.1. If wedo but wnpartially ob- 
ſerve the Deſwn of this Agreement, we 
ſhall find it to be nothing elſe than an Im- 
provement of our Liberty, in fuch a way as 

y moſt effettually convince them of the 
Church of England, that nothing is more 
Remote trom our 'Thoughts, than a ma- 
king the leaſt Incroachment upon, or in 
any wiſe an TY with the Natio- 
nal Church Form ; and whereas the Con- 
gregational and Engliſh Prezbyterian Prin- 
ciples are beft adjuited to this end, as 
well as moſt Coxform to the Goſpel Rule, 


we took ſpecial care in drawing up the 4- - 


greement, tO Aﬀert, and Explain their 
Priaciples. And therefore, as we did in 
the Preface, and in the Tie of the firſt 


i Page, 
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Page, poſitively declare againſt Intermed. 
ling with the National Church Form: So, 


$. 12.2. Wedid expreſs our Diſike of 
that Principle, on which either a Dioce- 
ſan, or Claſſical Clurch Government, is 
erected : For by the fri# Article in the 
firit Settion, the Catholick Churches being 
a Totum Integrale, a Society underan Ex- 
ternal Polity or Government, 1s Diſclaimed 
intheſe Words, viz. © Bur as for the No- 
« tion of a Viſible Catholick Church, as 
« it may ſignif its having been collected 
© into any Formed Society, under a Viſible 
* Head on Earth; whether one Perſos ſin- 
« -ly, or many collettrvely, we, with the 
« reſt of Proteſtants, do UNANIMOUSLY 
* DISCLAIM IT. 


& 13. 3. Agreeably hereunto, a particu- 
lar Church EsexT1AL, with its Rights 
and Liberties, is Aſſerted, and Deſcribed, 
firſt more generally, Art. 2. * We Agree, 
< that particular Societies of Viſible Saints, 
* whounder Chriſt their Head are fared- 
* { joyn'd together for Oxpix ary Com- 
* MINION with one another in ALL THE 
* Ordinances of Chnilt, are Particular 
& Churches, That is to fay, a Congrega- 
tion of Viſible Saints, faredly joyn'd toge- 

ther 
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ther fortheſe Ends. Sothat here is a Par- 
ticular Church Eſſential aſſerted, that this 
particular Church Eſſential 15 Congregati- 
onal alſocleared, and 4 ſuch agreed un- 
to; for it's faid, that they are ſtatedly 
joyn'd rogether tor Oxp1x ary Communion 
with one another, 1n all the Ordinances of 


Chrift, which cannot be but in one ſingle 


Congregation. But, 


$. 14.4. There is ſpecial care taken to 
ſecure this Principle by declaring in the 
ſecond Article, That theſe Societies are to be 
owned by each other for inſtituted Churcbes 
of Chrizt, than which nothing can be 
more plainly delivered, in oppoſition to 
the Claſſical Government. 


$. 15. 5. Thus particular Congregatio- 
nal Church Eſſential, is more particularly 
deſcribed as to its Matter and Form, Art. . 
and 4. Beſides, 


$. 16, The Ripht of this Church Eſſen- 
tial tochooſe its own Officers, is ſecured 
by Art. 6. © That each Particular Church 
* hath Right to chooſe their own Officers, and 
* being turniſhed with ſuch as are duly 
* Qualihed and Ordained according to 


** Goſpel Rule, HATH AUTHORITY from 
| Jeſms 


s 
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©« Jeſus Chriit, for Extr cisinNG GoverNs , 

& MENT, and of Erjoying ALL - the Ordi- 

« nances of Worſbip W1THIN 1T SELF, 

This then being the Turning Point be- 

tween thoſe who are tor a Catholick Church 

Government, and theſe, whoare for a Par- 

, ticular Congregational Government; I 

v4 ” will bethe more diſtin in ſhowing what 
depends on a Right, or mag Sls 

If, 

d. 17.1. It this Article contains not the 
Truth, then indeed the Cauſe muſt be 
yielded to the Claſfical, Dioceſan, Provin- 
czal, National, Patriarchal, and Papat 
Church Government, For, upon the ame 
|} Reajox the Government is {tretched be- 
yond a ſingle Congregational, to a C/affical 
Church, it muſt be carried to the outmoſt 
Bounds of the Catholick, which is the 
Papal: For it is impoſſible to carry it to a 
Claſſical, or Dioceſan, upon any other Rea- 
ſon, than as it is a Larger part of the Ca- 
tholick Church Polity, which till muſt 
pay a Deference untoa Larger, uatil you 
come to a larger than that, and ar la# 
J- to the Large## of all, viz. the Papal ; 
which is a Truth that hath been {o tully 
Cleared by Mr. Baxter, and 5 in its own 
Nature fo very Plain and Obvious, that 
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a ſmall Meaſureof Attention will helpan 
ordinary Capacity to ſee intoit. 


6 18. 2, But, if this Article, of the 
United Brethren DoTH contain the Trath, 
and a particular Church Eſſential hath 
Power to chooſe its own Officers; and 
being furmſhed with ſuch, hath received 
Authority from Chriſt to exerciſe Go- 
vernment,and enjoy all Ordinances of W or- 
{hip within it ſelf, then it unavoidably tol- 
lows, that Congregational Churches are 
ina Proper Senſe Particular Churches; that 
all Church Power doth fr/tly belong unto 
them ; and that Claſſical, Provincial, Na- 
tiona!, Patriarchal, Churches are not Pro- 
perly Churches, nor havethey a Power over 
Particular Congregational Churches. Be- 
lides, 


$. 19. 3. If the United Brethren, name- 
ly, the Engliſh Presbyterian and Congreg ati- 
onaliits, do herem Aſſert no more than 
they are Authorized to do by the Goſpel 
of our Lord Jeſus, then the Fir#t Refor- 
mers 1n their Separation from Rome, and 
their ſetting up Churches of another ſort, 
than what were eſtabliſhed by the Pope, 
dd no more than what they were em- 
powered by Jeſas Chri#t himſelf to do, 23 

Wi 


« 
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will clearly appear by an Impartial Propo- 
fal of the Faement of the Learned Gi/- 
bertus Voetins, Meinardus Shottanus, and 
Carolus de Martz, Divinity Profeſſors at 
Utrecht, which upon ſych M ighty Conſi- 
 derations, as relate to the Y:zals of the 
Reformation they gave, in the reſolving 
ſome Caſes nronolet unto them, on the 
Forming that Particular Church, of which 
one Mr. Park was choſen Paſtor, who 
hath ſaid enough to juſtifie what rhe U- 
wited Brethren have Aſſerted about a Parti- 
cular Church EsSEXT1AL, and the Power 
of chooſing her own Officers. Conſider 
then that the Queſtions propoſed were, 
* 1. Whether ſuch Fairhſul Perſons, as 
without the Authority of any Eccleſia- 
F ſtical Soctety, cither Claſſical, or Presby- 
terial, by Combination%orming them- 
ſelves into a Soctety for Communo10n, in 
f the Ordinances of the Goſpel, may be 
F Acknowledged to be ESSEXTIALLY a 
f Church ? 
* 2, Whether this Charch EssEXTIAL 
{| hath Power tochooſe a Paſtor ? 
t To the firſt they anſwer, © That it 15, 
and may be ſaid to be Eſſentially a True 
Church of Chriit, ( Diftingaends et, 
(ay they) Eccleſie Particularis Eflentia 
ab INTEGRITATE, & Perfettione ems 
2 _ ORGA- 
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« ORGANICA, Voet. Pol. Eccleſ. Part. t, 
« Lib, 1,Cap. 3.] to wit, an External, Vs- 
« ie, Inſtituted, Parochial, Particular 
« Church. Their fourth Raaſop for it 15 
this. © If the coptrary Opiniqn ſhould 


« he admitted, wecannot (fay they) fee, |, 


« what may bethe Conſequences thereof, 
« with reſpect to thoſe ult Controver - 
« ſes with the Papiſts, about the Perpe- 
« twal Succeſſion of the Churches ſome 
« Years before Lather, about their Sepa- 
« yation from Rome ; about the firſt Ga- 
« rhering and Conflituting Reformed Chur- 
* ches; and call;np of Miniſters before, 
* with, at, and ſince the Reforma- 
© tion. ; 


$. 20. The Strength of what they offer 
on this Occaſion? heth here; namely, in 
caſe V1ſible Saints combin'd for Commu- 
nion in the Ordinances of the Goſpel, have 
Power, by Virtue of Jeſus Chriſt's Inſti- 
tution, to call and chooſe their own Officers : 


The firſt Reformers, 1m combining thus, 
and chooling their own Officers, Hed 
urfuance of the Authority given *em by 
Feſus Chriſt, and are Juſtfied, Bur ha 
they not ſuch a Power, their Caſe is not ea- 
ſily defended. Theſe Great Divines there- 
fore in Anſwer to the ſecond Enquiry, at- 


arr 


firm, That « Church Eſſential has « Power 
belonging unto it, to call « Paſtor. So that 
thele Learned Men, have urged Argu- 
ments ſufficient to juſtihe what the Unzted 
Brethren have done, in defining a Church 


Eſſential, and in ſhewing how 1 becomes 


+ ,an Integral, Organical, Political Body : 


And what they have urged from the Con- 
{ideration of the Fatal Conſequences of 
the contrary Doctrine, with reſpe& to 
the Firit Reformation, hath enough in it 
to fatisfhie any conſidering Mind about the 
Reaſons that have Influenced the United 
Brethren, to fix their Foot on this Princi- 
ple about a Particular Church Eſſential, in 
the framing the Heads of their Agree» 


! ment. Once more, 


d. 21. As the Vnited Brethren have Aſ- 
ſerted Particular Churches to be Congreg s- 
tional, \o it's evident, they have confined 
the Power of their Officers to their own 
Churches : For in the Sedt:on of Commu- 
nion with other Charches, Art, 2. it is a- 
Tweed. © Thi; , of our Particular 
greed, at none of our Particulat 


. * Churches ſhall be Szbordipate to one a- 
1 © nother; each being endow'd with Equa- 


* lity of Power trom Jeſus Chrilt ; and 
* that. none of the ſaid Particular Chur- 
«* ches, their Officer, or Officers, ſhall Ex- 

E 3 * erciſe 


« erciſe any Power, or have any Supertority 
© over any other Church, or therr Officers, 
So clearit is, that this Article, by denying 
untooxe Officer ingly, and to many Officers 
collettrvely, any fort of Power, or Superi- 
ority over one another, doth lay an im- 
pregnable Bar againſt the ſetting up of 
Claſſical, Provincial, or National Aſſem- 
blies, inveſted with a Power to govern 
Congregational Churches. For, it muſt 
be acknowledged, that in forming the 
late Heads of Agreement, ipecial care was 
taken to convince them of the Church of 
Envland, that there was no place for us 
to make the leaſt Incroachments on the 
Eſtabliſhed National Church Form; 'IT hat 
the Mounds and Barricrs we railed to keep 


all within the Confines of the Tolleration 


granted us, were ſuch, that no ſincere 
Approver of the Union, can have any 
Hand in erecting any thing like a Natio- 
nal Church Form; and therefore can ne- 
ver be tor Claſhcal, Provincial or Natio- 
nal Aſſemblies of Miniſters: Their going 
about any fuch rhing, 1s a breaking down 
the ſtrongeſt Mounds violating themoſt 
Solemn Engagements;and a tearing up the 
very Foundat:on, on which the late Union 
was built, which can never be anfwered 
to our Countrey Brethren, nor to their 

Own 
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own Conſciences, much lefs unto a Holy 
and Jealous God. For, 


$. 22, By the Heads of Agreement, as 
all that Church Power we claim is conki- 
ned to Particular Congregational Chur- 
ches, and a Superiority of Power denied 
toany one Officer or Officers of Churches; 
ſo Particular Churches were no further 
concern'd togive any account of their own 
Actings, belide what the Civil May iſtrate 
requiTCs, but what on ſome ſpecial Occa- 
lions might beneedful in a Brotherly way 
to Net hour Congregations when deft- 
red, und twas for the removal of Scandals, 
or the rectifying Miſtakes. But for lated 
Claſſical, Provincial, or Natural Aiſem- 
bles, and the coming under the Oblig gation 
of making a Ds ioent Obſert 41100. and a 
Faithful Repert 0! "the State of thcir Con- 
gre ations, unto any of thoſe larger Af- 
emblies, there i 1s not one Wor d in our 
Apreement. Nor, can any of our Num- 
ber conſent thatour Miniſters ſhould rake 
upon *em the Office of ſtated Inguiſrors, 
or Informers : For, as ſuch an Imploy IS AS 
likely to Rurze, as it i510 ſerve its chicfeſt 
Contrivers, ſo it's Unworthy of Men, in fo 
Holy a Function, and contrary-to that 
Work, Chriit Jeſus has called his Mini- 
F 4 {ters 
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ſters unto; which, lying in ſtrenuous En- 
deavours to further the Salvation of them 
commurted to their care, cannot be faith- 
fully performed,butby keeping within the 
Pale of their Smgle Congregations, And 
ſeeing this is what is granted to us by the 
Toleration, to which we have hitherto 
confined cur ſelves, we declare it to be our 
Firm Reſolution, always to do {o; bein 
as much Dsſſatisfied with that Church- 
Form, which endangers the Eſtabliſhed 
Church, as any in that Church can be, 
For, 


6. 23. That very Form of Church Go» 
vernment, which alone can give juſt 
Ground of Sufpiczon, is as Deftrudtrve of 
thoſe Churches we believe to be of D#- 
Vine Inſtitution, as it can be of the Eſta- 
bliſhed Church Form. The Fare Drvino 
Claſſical Government, that Rivals it with 
the Epi/copsl, doth as really deſtroy Con- 
grey ational Churches, by making them bur 
Parts of a Proper Church, as it would ſub- 
vert the Dioceſan, were it ſet up amongſt 
us, Yea, if we more cloſely look into this 
Matter, we ſhall find the Claſſical! Gor 
vernment more Hurrful to our Church 
way, than it can beto theirs, ſeeing it al- 
lows of Droceſan, under the Name ot F541 

cal, 
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fieal, and ſtrikes only at their Relers, and 
not at their Churgh-ftate, whilſt it Us- 
churches all our Conoreg at10n5, and Diveſts 
the Officers of that Power, which we think 
Chriſt has given them ; and are therefore 
more Formidable unto, and Dreaded by us, 
than by the Church it felf; which Conſi- 
deration will, we hope, fatishe our S 
riowrs, and every thoughtful Perſon of the 
Church, That they are in »o Danger from 
Hs. 


$. 24. That they deſtroy our Church 
way, is farther evident, in thatthey bring 
every Paroch and Conpreg ation under the 
Government of their Claftcal, and other 
Larger Aſſemblies, by the Obligation of a 
Drovme Law; and that they may w their 
own greater SatisfaCtion,prove thus much, 
they make the Catholick Church Viale to 
be one Govern'd Society, or Boay Polanick, 
which mult neceſſarily be under a Gover- 
ned Head, either of One ſingle Perſon, or 
of many Collervely; whereby they run 
ſo far, as to deſtroy not only Conregatio- 
nal Churches, but to ſubvert that very Prin. 
ciple, upon which the Reformation was be- 
un in this Laxd, anddo lay a Foundation 
tor that Papal Anti-chriſtian Power,which 
in 


14 

in its Exerciſe, hath ſhed the Blood of 
Thouſands, who are now under the Al- 
tar, crying, How long Holy ani T rue do# 
thou not Avenye, &c. and againit which, 
we have, by the Oath of SupremacySworn : 
So that tho* we agree with our Ca/ical 
Brethren of Scotland, in affirming B/vops 
and Presbyters to be of the Jame Us acr, 
(which = is Jpgainſt the Divine, not 
ReGar Right of Epiſcopacy) and do great- 
ly Honour them for their Zeal againft $«- 
perſtition, and Profaneneſs, and for their 
Soundneſs in the Faith; yet muſt declare, 
in the Words of Mr. Baxter, [in his Diſ- 
courſe againit the Revolt to a Foreign Ju- 
riſdittion, which would be to Explana, its 
PERJURY, CHURCH-RUINE, azd 
SLAVERY, Page. 365.] That we are Diſ- 
pleaſed with thoſe Scots, that have cauſeleſly 
Quarrella with the Oath of Supremacy, 
and SO HELPT TO Open 4 Door to a Fo- 
REIGN JURISDICTION, which the Kjng- 
dons is Sworn againit, And therefore we 
cannot, in- Contcience, have any Hand 
in ſetting it up in this Nation. However 
we muſt do *'em fo much Juſtice as to 
add, 
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$. 25. That we are fully perſwaded, 
their Soundnels in the Fazth is fuch, that 
they will never approve of the late Claſſical 
Projeft, as 'tis deligned by ſome of its 
Contrivers, 'Thetrue Faith hathobtain'd 
{o great an Intereſt in their Hearts, that 
they'll never be wheedled to joyn 1n the 
ſame Comprehenſion with either Quaker, or 
Unitarian, tho' they pretend a gal for 
the Claſſical Government. Tt then the late 
Projeftors propoſe their Mode! with an Ex- 
oflncicn to decoy our Scotch Brethren into 
a Complyance with it,they will hnd theme 
ſelves, Idoubt not, to have greatly failed 
in their Polzticks ; ſeeing, in the Iſſue, their 
Projett cannot but appear to be as vain, as 
the Unitarians threatning the Church of 
England to be for the Claſſical way, is Rids- 
culous, which yet they havedone, as may 
be ſeen in their Agreement with the Catho- 
lick Charch, P. 13. where it's thus: © TI 
* wiſh the Church had not given, and 
* may- never give cauſe to the Unita- 
« rians, cither by Excluſion, or Perſecution, 
* to have Recourſe to Mr. Catvin's Expe- 
* dient, 


% & 26, 
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$. 26. I might here take noticeby whom 
this Claſſical Model was hatch'd,and how 
it was nouriſh'd under the Encourage- 
ment and Warrant of a late Scate-Mint- 
ſter, and was, in its firſt Projection to be 
of the ſame Extent and Curaprehenſion 
with the Friexdly Soctety, that theremight 
be a more ea!:2 Cualeſcence, when it 
ſhould be molt for the Advantage of thoſe 
that were at the Head of it. But to be 0+ 
ver nice* in the Enquiry,* were to make 
the thing it ſelf »ow.roo conſiderable, For 
whatever might have beca expected from 
ſo hopeful a Deſign, whilit it was to be 
carried on with all pofiible Privacy, it 
has the Misfortunc, I:ke fome Medrcrnes, 
and Perfames, to lole both its Virtue and 
Savour too, by being expoſed to the open 
Air. Bur, if we conſider it in the firſt 
Contrivance, it would be hard to give an 
Inſtance of a more Bold and Undigeſted 
Undertaking ever attempred by Thinking 
Men, which makes it the more ſurprizing 
to find a Stateſman tampering with it, 
were it not that ſome Men delight in Pa- 
radoxes, Of which of late Years, we have 
had not a few Inllances; and how far it is 
irom-being one, to think either, that our 
Brethren 
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Brethren in Sc0:{axd could be prevaiPdup- 
on by theſe Gentlemen, or the Orthodox 
Church of Exg/and frighted with the 
Ghoſt of a Claſſical Government ; I leave 
Wiſer Men to judge. 


To Conclude. 


d. 27. When our Governours, in their 
preat Wiſdom, ſhall confider how ftrong- 
y the Principles of the Engliſh Presbytert- 
ans, and Congregationalifts, do Oblige *'em 
to conhne themſelves to Matters meerly 
Spiritual, in their ſingle Congregations 
how many Barriers are in purſuance ot 
their Principles, fet up againſt their In- 
termedling with the National Charch 
Form ; and that the very Government, 
from which alone they are in danger, if 
it ſhould prevail, would at the fame 
time deftroy thar Church Form, for 
which we plead, will be fully farisfied 
in that Security our Principles do give 
unto them. Nor can we think, that 
our Nobility and Gentry will be fond 
of a Jure Drvino National Church Go» 
vernment of any fort, much lefs of the 
Claſſical; 
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Claſſical; which tho? it hath been in moſt 
Eſteem amongſt the Presbyterian Nobi- 
liry and Gentry in Scotland, yet now is 
become too heavy a Yoak for them to 
bear ; who therejore have lately difco- 
vered their dishEliet of its Divine Right, 
by a Legs! Eſtabliſhment of ſeveral Pa- 
rochian Conerooational Churches, exempt 
from the Clajical Government ; which 
they would never have done, had they 
been of Opinion, that the Claſhcal way 
was injoyned them by a Drvine Unal- 
terable Law; fo thatas the Divine Right 
of the Claſſical Presbytery could never be 
Eſtabliſhed in Envland, in like manner 
it's not hike to continue much longer 
in SgF/and, And, conſidering the true 
State! of Afﬀairs Eccleſiaſtical, at this 
time, we have good Reaſon to hope, 
That as the Divine Right of any other 
National Church Government, never 
yet gained a Legal Settlement amongſt 
us, fo it never will; and that there- 
fore we may, upon good Grounds, rec- 
koi our ſelves to be, in point of our 


oy 


Liberty, Safe : For, as our Principles 
won't ſuffer us to harm the Church ; fo 
our Legiſlators will never bring them- 
ſelves and Pofterity into the Bondage of 

any 
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any Jare Drvino National Church, vu 
which Account, and no other, can they 
think themiclves obliged to diſquiet 
Peaceable Diſjenters. 


